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INDEX  AND  SUMMARY  OF  H.  R.  5916 


Feb*  11,  1959  House  received  from  President  supplemental 

appropriation  estimates  for  1959*  H*  Doc*  58* 
Print  of  document* 


Mar*  2,  1959  House  received  from  President  supplemental 

appropriation  estimates  for  1959  (for  Pay  Act 
costs)*  H*  Doc*  90*  Print  of  document* 


Mar*  11,  1959  House  received  from  President  supplemental 

appropriation  estimates  to  pay  certain  claims 
and  judgments,  H*  Doc.  95*  (No  items  of  in¬ 
terest  to  USDA  in  this  document), 

\ 

Mar*  20,  1^59  House  Appropriations  Committee  reported  H,  R, 

5916.  H.  Report  No,  238.  Print  of  bill  and 
report# 


Mar*  2h,  1959  House  passed  H*  R*  5916  with  amendments. 

Mar.  25,  1959  H.  R.  5916  was  referred  to  the  Senate  Appropria 

tions  Committee.  Print  of  bill  as  referred 


Apr*  7,  1959  Senate  received  from  President  supplemental 

appropriation  estimates  for  1959.  S.  Doc*  20. 
Print  of  document* 


Apr,  17,  1959  Senate  committee  ordered  H.  R.  5916  reported 

with  amendments. 


Apr.  18,  1959  Senate  committee  reported  H.  R.  5916  with  amend 

ments.  S.  Report  No.  207*  Print  of  bill  and 
report • 

Apr.  25,  1959  Senate  made  H.  R.  5916  its  unfinished  business. 


Apr, 

28,  1959 

Senate  began  debate  on  H.  R.  5916. 

Apr. 

29,  1959 

Senate  continued  debate  on  H.  R,  5916. 

Apr. 

30,  1959 

Senate  passed  H,  R*  5916  with  amendments. 

Senate  conferees  were  appointed#  Print  of  bill 

May 

12,  1959 

House  conferees  were  appointed. 

May 

13,  1959 

Conferees  agreed  to  file  a  report. 

Conferees  filed  report,  H,  Report  No.  355* 
Print  of  report* 

May 

May 

li»,  1959 
20,  1959 

Both  Houses  agreed  to  conference  report.. 
Approved:  Public  Law  86-30* 
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PUBLIC  LAWS 

PU;\IC  LAW  86-1  (S.  961)  MEMBERSHIP  OF  JOINT  ECONOMIC  COMMITTEE  (approved 

February  17,  1959).  Increases  the  membership  of  the  Joint  Economic  Committee 
from\l4  to  16  members,  to  be  composed  of  5  majority  members  and  3  minox'ity 
members  of  both  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives, 

PUBLIC  LAW q6 -2  (S.  79)  COLORING  OF  ORANGES  (approved  March  17,  1959)  .  Amends 
Sec.  402(cX of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  so  as  to/ permit,  until 
September  1,\1961,  the  listing  and  certification  of  Citrus  Red/No.  2  for  color¬ 
ing  mature  oranges  under  tolerances  found  safe  by  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  and  thereby  permit  the  continuance  ot  the  established 
coloring  practice\in  the  orange  industry  pending  congressional  consideration 
of  general  legislation  for  the  listing  and  certification/of  food  color  addi¬ 
tives  under  safe  tolerances. 

PUBLIC  LAW  86-3  (S.  50)  ADMISSION  OF  HAWAII  INTO  THE  UfolON  (approved  March  18, 
1959).  Provides  for  the\admission  of  Hawaii  into /the  Union  as  a  State. 

Grants  to  the  State  title\o  Federal  public  lands  and  public  property,  with 
certain  exceptions.  Provides  that  the  laws  of/the  United  States  shall  have 
the  same  force  and  effect  wictjin  the  State  of/Hawaii  as  elsewhere  within  the 
United  States. 

PUBLIC  LAW  86-4  (H.  R.  2260)  EXTENSION  OF  MILITARY  DRAFT  ( approved  March  23, 

1959) .  Extends  the  induction  provisions  of  the  Universal  Military  Training 
and  Service  Act  for  4  years,  until  jWy  1,  1963.  Extends  for  the  same  period 
authority  to  continue  payments  of  special  pay  for  physicians,  dentists,  and 
veterinarians  entering  on  active  duty  with  the  armed  services. 

PUBLIC  LAW  86-6  (H.  R.  1776)  NATIX^NAL  OUTDOOk  RECREATION  RESOURCES  REVIEW 
COMMISSION  APPOINTMENTS  (approved  March  25,N.959).  Amends  Public  Law  85-470 
so  as  to  authorize  the  National  Outdoor  Recreation  Resources  Review  Commission 
to  fix  the  compensation  of/its  Executive  Secretary  and  such  additional  person¬ 
nel  as  may  be  necessary  yithout  regard  to  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended. 


PUBLIC  LAW  86-7  (H.  Ry5640)  EXTENSION  OF  TEMPORARY  UNEMPLOYMENT  COMPENSATION 
BENEFITS  (approved/March  31,  1959).  Amends  Sec.  101(aXof  the  Temporary 
Unemployment  Compensation  Act  of  1958  so  as  to  extend  frfcm  April  1,  1959  to 
July  1,  1959  the  time  during  which  unemployed  persons,  including  Federal  em¬ 
ployees,  may  Receive  temporary  unemployment  compensation  payments. 

PUBLIC  LAW  8$/ 10  (H.  R.  5247)  INCREASED  AUTHORIZATION  FOR  SPECIAL  MILK  PROGRAM 
( approved/Apr i 1  3,  1959) .  Amends  Public  Law  85-478  so  as  to  increase  from 
$75  million  to  $78  million  the  authorized  maximum  expenditure  of  CCC  funds 
during/ the  fiscal  year  1959  for  the  special  milk  program. 

PUBLIC  LAW  86-11  (H.  J.  Res.  336)  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  FOR  UNEMPLOYMENT 
1PENSATI0N  PAYMENTS  TO  FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES  (approved  April  17,  1959).  Appro¬ 
priates  $40,000,000  to  the  Bureau  of  Employment  Security,  Department  of  L^bor, 
for  unemployment  compensation  payments  to  veterans  and  Federal  employees. 

PUBLIC  LAW  86-14  (H.  R.  5508)  TRADE  FAIR  ACT  OF  1959  (approved  April  22,  1959).' 
Provides  permanent  legislation  permitting  the  free  importation  of  articles 
for  exhibition  or  use  at  fairs,  exhibitions,  or  expositions  designated  by  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce. 
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PUBLIC  LAV/  86-22  (H.  R.  7)  FEDERAL  ASSISTANCE  TO  BOY  SCOUTS  JAMBOREE  (approved 
May  13,  1959) •  Authorizes  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  lend  certain  equipment 
\  to  the  Boy  Scouts  of  America  for  the  Fifth  National  Jamboree.  Authorizes 
\other  departments  to  assist  in  carrying  out  plans  for  the  jamboree.  / 

PUBLIC  LAW  66-27  (S.  J.  Res.  9*4-)  PROCLAMATION  OF  QUOTAS  AND  ALLOTMENTS  ON  i960 
WHEAT  CROP  (approved  May  15,  1959) •  Requires  the  Secretary  to  deafer  from 
May  l\  to  June  1,  1959,  "the  proclamation  of  marketing  quotas  and/ acreage 
allotments  for  the  i960  crop  of  wheat.  / 


PUBLIC  LAW  86-30  (H.  R.  5916)  SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  ACT,  1959 

(approved  May  20,  1959).  Includes  the  following  amounts  for  this  Department: 

Increases  for  program  operations  (transfers  and  appropriations): 


Agricultural  Marketing  Service: 

For  increased  costs  of  leased  wire  . . . .  $  20,000 

Commodity  Stabilization  Service: 

Acreage  Allotments  and  Marketing  Quotas: 

For  checking  performance  on  increased  acreage  for 

the  1959  crop  of  cotton  .  2,000,000 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  Administrative  Expense 

Limitation: 

To  meet  increased  workload  . . . .  1,800,000 

Special  Activities: 

Reimbursement  to  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for 
cost  of  special  activities  (P.  L.  480  program,  - 

International  Wheat  Agreement,  etc.)  in  1958. . $1,336,754,811 

Forest  Service: 

For  fighting  forest  fires  .  8,500,000 

Total,  Increases  for  program  operations  .  1,349,074,811 

Increases  for  pay  act  costs  (transfers  and  increases  in  limitatadns): 

Agricultural  Research  Service  . 7,881,500 

Extension  Service .  154,100 

Farmer  Cooperative  Service  .  39,900 

Soil  Conservation  Service  .  6,102,800 

Agricultural  Conservation  Program . 369,910 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service  .  2,611,700 

Foreign  Agricultural  Service  .  232,020 

Commodity  Exchange  Authority . 63,500 

Conservation  Reserve  Program  . 203,220 

Commodity  Stabilization  Service  .  468,100 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation  .  2,402,000 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation  .  297,000 

Rural  Electrification  Administration  .  5^2,300 

Farmers  Home  Administration  .  2,100,000 

Office  of  the  General  Counsel  . 240,750 

Office  of  the  Secretary  .  186,755 

Office  of  Information  .  56,000 

Library  .  59,500 

Forest  Service  .  5,160,600 

Total,  For  increased  pay  act  costs  .  29,211,655 
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Increases  for  postal  rate  increase  costs  (transfers  and 
increases  in  limitations) : 

Extension  Ser"vice  ........ 

Agricultural  Conservation  Program  .  .... . ...... 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service  . . 

Conservation  Reserve  Program  ••••••••o...... •••••••«»••• 

Commodity  Stabilization  Service 
Office  of  Information 

Total,  For  increased  postal  costs  ..c......  •  . ... 

Increases  for  foreign  currency  under  P.  L,  480: 

Foreign  Agricultural  Service: 

For  agricultural  and  horticultural  fairs  and  exhibitions 
(in  dollar  equivalents)  *••»•• ••••••• ........ 

Recapitulation: 

Increases  in  appropriations*. ...... . . 

Transfers  within  available  funds  o.*„. ....... ......... 

Increases  in  Imitations  ........ ...c  .<>  o .  .o. o .  c  • 

Increases  for  foreign  currency  (in  dollar  equivalents) 
Total  . . . 


6??,R?7 

184,090 

431,000 

82,930 

13,500 

18,000 

1,402.397 


LI, 275,0007 

1,345,254,811 
23,613,252 
5,820, 800_ 
/1,275,CC0/ 
1,379,688,863 


Includes  $100,000  for  the  Outdoor  Recreation  Resources  Review  Commission; 
$100,000  for  the  river  basin  study  commission  for  South  Carolina-Georgia- 
Alabama-Florida;  $120,000  for  the  river  basin  study  commission  for  Texas; 
and  $4,943,146  to  the  State  Department  for  contributions  to  international 
organizations*  Authorizes  the  Virgin  Islands  Corporation  to  borrow  not  to 
exceed  $125,000  from  the  Treasury  Department  for  the  engineering  and  design 
of  salt  water  distillation  and  related  facilities  in  St*  Thomas,  Virgin 
Islands*  Includes  various  amounts  for  claims,  audited  claims,  and  judgments. 
(USDA  items  above  are  included  in  table  of  appropriations  at  the  end  of  this 
Digest.) 


PUBLIC  LAW  86-35  (H.  R.  4695)  CONSTRUCTION  TIME -LIMIT  ON  RIGHTS-OF-WAY  FOR 
HIGHWAYS  (approved  May  29y4959).  Amends  Sebs.  110(a)  of  the  Federal-Aid 
Highway  Act  of  1956,  so  as  to  increase  from  5  \o  7  years  the  period  in  which 
construction  must  be  commenced  on  right  s-of-way\jhich  are  acquired  in  antici¬ 
pation  of  use  with  fuqds  made  available  for  expenditure  on  the  Federal-aid 
highway  systems. 

PUBLIC  LAW  86-37  (h/R.  147)  SUSPENSION  OF  TAX  ON  PALM  0^L,  FATTY  ACIDS,  ETC. 
(approved  May  29/;  1959).  Suspends  through  June  30,  196^,  the  3-cents-per- 
pound  tax  imposed  on  the  first  domestic  processing  of  palrji  oil,  palm-kernel 
oil,  and  fat£y  acids  or  salts  derived  therefrom. 

PUBLIC  LAW  36-39  (H.  R.  5805)  TREASURY-POST  OFFICE  APPRO PRI AT iok  ACT,  1960 

(approve/a  June  11,  1959).  Includes  appropriations  for  the  Bureau  of  Accounts, 


Division  of  Disbursement,  and  Bureau  of  Customs . 


PU  EL  I  (/ LAW  86-50  (S.  2094)  ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION  APPROPRIATION 
(^proved  June  23,  1959).  Authorizes  appropriations  for  the  Atomic 

Lssion,  including  authorizations  for  reactor  development,  isotopes 
''development,  biology  and  medicine  research  projects,  and  the  cooperative 
reactor  demonstration  program. 
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PUBLIC  LAW  86-52  (H.  R.  1306)  SALE  OF  COLUMBIA  BASIN  LANDS  FOR  AGRICULTURAL 
RESEARCH  (approved  June  23,  1959).  Amends  the  Columbia  Basin  Project  Act  so 
as  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  sell  up  to  640  acres  of 
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Columbia  Bastn  project  lands  to  the  State  of  Washington  for  use  by  the  State 
College  oi  Washington  for  agricultural  research  purposes,  and  to  authorize 
he  delivery  of  water  through  project  facilities  for  the  irrigation  of  sucl 


PUELICNjLAW  86-56  (H.  R.  5212)  MINIMUM  CHARGE  ON  THIRD-CLASS  MAILING  OF  ODD  SIZES 


AND  SI^PES  (approved  June  23,  1959)  .  Provides  a  minimum  charge  of  3Vcents 
per  piec^  of  third-class  mail  of  odd  sizes  and  shapes  (minimum  charges  were 
3  cents  iWil  May  1,  1959,  and  6  cents  from  May  1  until  enactment y6f  this  law). 


PyfiL.IC  LA^;  86£§0  (H*  R.  5915)  DEPARTMENT  OF  INTERIOR  AND  RELATED /^GENCIES 
APPEOPRIAIIONSACT,  1960  (approved  June  23,  1959).  Provides  fiends  for  the 
Department  of  tl^e  Interior  and  related  agencies  including  phe  Forest  Service 

U.  S.  Department  \of • Agriculture . 

FOREST  SERVICE:  \This  Act  provides  annual  appropriations  of  $130,930,000 
(a  decrease  of  $12,9^5,600  compared  with  fiscal  1959) #  /Permanent  appropriations 
are  also  available  in\the  estimated  amount  of  $48,905/085.  (At  the  end  of 
this  Digest  is  a  table  qf  appropriations  including  s<ippleinentals  enacted  to 
date  for  fiscal  years  1958,  1959,  and  I960.  Fiscal  years  1959  and  1959  include 
authorized  transfers  for  p*nr  and  postal  increase /costs.) 

Items  of  major  significance  contained  in  P.  l/ 86-60  for  the  Forest  Service, 
including  changes  over  1959,  ^re  as  follows:  /Forest  protection  and  utiliza¬ 
tion  -  $104,170,000  appropriated  (decrease  of  $12,995,600  as  follows: 
$10,015,600  decrease  for  forest\and  management ,  $2,500,000  decrease  for 
forest  research,  and  $480,000  decrease  for  state  and  private  forestry  coopera¬ 
tion)  .  The  Act  provides  that  of  th^  $7,7,815,800  appropriated  for  forestland 

a  contingency  fund  for  use  only  to  the 
Srhst  fire  situations  and  $1,910,000  shall 
for\control  activities  under  the  Forest 


management,  $5,000,000  shall  constiti 
extent  necessary  to  meet  emergency 
be  used  only  to  the  extent  necessaj 
Pest  Control  Act. 


Forest  roads  and  trails  -  $26~tf00,000  appropriated  for  the  liquidation  of 
contracts  under  the  Federal-/u.d  Highway  Act,  which  will  provide  for  a  1960 
program  level  (obligations)/  of  $27,000,000;  Acquisition  of  lands  for  national 
forests  -  $60,000  appropriated;  Cooperative  rang e\ improvements  -  $700.000 
appropriated.  x  * 


P.  L.  86-  60  also  incudes  appropriations  for  researchNin  utilization  of  saline 
water.  Bureau  of  Lqrid  Management,  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  Fish  and  Wildlife 

Park  Service,  and  Virgin  Islands  Corporation. 


Service,  National/ 


■;>' 


PUBLIC  LAW  86-66/ [H.  R.  4748)  LEASING  OF  0.  &  C.  AND/GOOS  BAy\,ANDS,  OREGON 
(approved  Jup4  23,  1959).  Authorizes  the  Department  of  the  Interior  to  lease 
revested  Oregon  and  California  Railroad  grant  lands  and  reconv^yed  Coos  Bay 
Wagon  Roaji  grant  lands  to  Oregon  and  its  instrumentalities  and  political  sub¬ 
division^  for  recreational  or  other  public  purposes  (excludes  national  forest 
and  ce/tain  other  designated  lands)  . 


PUBLIC  LAW  86-70  (H.  R.  7120)  ALASKA  OMNIBUS  ACT  (approved  June  25,  1959\.  Amends 
various  laws  of  the  United  States  in  light  of  the  admission  of  Alaska  as\a 
, *tate»  Amends  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948  so  as  to  include  the  requirements  of\ 
Alaska  in  determining  sugar  requirements  in  the  continental  United  States. 

Amends  the  Soil  Bank  Act  so  as  to  make  clear  that  the  conservation  reserve  x 
program  applies  to  Alaska  only  if  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  determines  that'' 
such  application  would  be  in  the  national  interest.  Amends  Sec.  8  of  the  Soil 
Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act  so  as  to  permit  ASC  county  committees 
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HIGHLIGHT^  House  received  supplemental  appropriation  estimate  for  various  agen¬ 
cies,  yar^luding  USDA. 


HOUSE 


1  APPROPRIATIONS.  Received  from  the  President  supplemental  appropriation  esti¬ 
mates  for  the  fiscal  year  1959  (H.  Doc.  58);  to  Appropriations  Committee. 

'"P'Thest)  estimates  include  funds  for  Pay  Act  costs  applicable  only  to  appro¬ 
priation  items  for  which  other  supplamentals  are  also  req“e^®d-  (“; 
pected  that  the  Budget  Bureau  will  transmit  the  balance  of  the  pay  act  supple 

mentals  as  a  group  in  the  near  future.) 

Estimates  for  the  Department  are  as  follows, 

1 

Agricultural  Research  Service: 

Salaries  and  expenses:  .  -^qq  qqq 

Humane,  slaughter  research  . . . . ***  .  ,g  306*110) 

Pay  Act  costs . . . . . .  &  '  ’  ’ 
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Extension  Service: 

Postal  rate  increase  costs  . . . . . .  $  b/  (622,827) 

Pay  Act  costs  . . . . . . .  c/  (162,255) 

Agricultural  Conservation  Program: 

Postal  rate  increase  costs . . . .  d,/  (184,090) 

Pay  Act  costs  . . .  jd/  (410,860) 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service: 

Poultry  inspection  . . . . . .  600,000 

Leased  wire  increased  costs  ...........................  26,000 

Postal  rate  increase  costs . .  a/  (481,000) 

Pay  Act  costs  .  a /  (2,846,278) 

Conseirvation  reserve  program: 

Postal  rate  increase  costs .  d /  (82,980) 

Pay  Act  costs  . . .  d/  (225,770) 

Commodity  Stabilization  Service: 

Acreage  allotments  and  marketing  quotas: 

Postal  rate  increase  costs . . . .  d/  (13,500) 

Pay  Act  costs . . .  d/  (492,700) 


Special  Activities: 

Reimbursement  to  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

for  costs  of  special  activities  (P.  L.  480  program. 

International  Wheat  Agreement,  etc.)  in  1958<<>####  1,336,754,811 


Commodity  Credit  Corporation: 


To  meet  increased  workload . . .  d/  (2,000,000) 

Pay  Act  costs .  d /  (2,669,000) 

Office  of  Information: 

Postal  rate  increase  costs . . .  aj  (18,000) 

Pay  Act  costs . . . .  a/  (59,000) 

Forest  Service: 

Fighting  forest  fires  . . . . . .  8,500,000 

Pay  Act  costs .  a/  (5,432,200) 


a/  To  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  "Conservation  reserve 
program,"  fiscal  year  1959. 

_b/  $559,682  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  "Conservation 
reserve  program,"  fiscal  year  1959,  and  $63,145  to  be  transferred  from  the 
subappropriafeion  "Payments  to  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska  and  Puerto  Rico, 
Extension  Service,"  fiscal  year  1959. 

c/  To  be  transferred  from  the  subappropriation  "Payments  to  States,  Hawaii, 
Alaska,  and  Puerto  Rico,  Extension  Service,"  fiscal  year  1959. 
d/  Increase  in  administrative  expense  limitation. 


H.  R.  42217 
p.  2005 


The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  reported  with  amei 


[ide  for  the  admission  of  Hawaii  into  the 


Rept.  32) 


POSTAL  SERVICE.  A  subcomrujLt&ee  o?  the  Judiciary  Committee  ordered  reported  with 
aniendment_tOLJ^e--fDrnrCoinmittee  H.  R.  2339,  to  codify  title~~39-of_the  U.  S.  Cod< 
"The  Postal  Service."  p.  D83 


86th  Congress  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  j  Document 
1st  Session  j  j  No.  58 


PROPOSED  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS  AND 
OTHER  AUTHORIZATIONS  FOR  VARIOUS  AGENCIES 


COMMUNICATION 

FROM 

THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 


TRANSMITTING 

PROPOSED  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS  AND  OTHER  AU¬ 
THORIZATIONS  FOR  1959  AND  PRIOR  FISCAL  YEARS,  AND  FOR 
OTHER  PURPOSES,  IN  THE  AMOUNT  OF  $2,441,334,648,  FOR  VAR¬ 
IOUS  AGENCIES 


February  11,  1959. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered 

to  be  printed 


The  White  House, 
Washington,  D.C.,  February  11,  1959. 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Congress  proposed  supplemental  appropriations  and  other  authori¬ 
zations  for  1959  and  prior  fiscal  years,  and  for  other  purposes,  in  the 
amount  of  $2,441,334,648,  for  various  agencies. 

The  details  of  these  proposed  appropriations,  the  necessity  therefor, 
and  the  reasons  for  then-  submission  at  this  time  are  set  forth  in  the 
attached  letter  from  the  Acting  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
with  whose  comments  and  observations  thereon  I  concur. 

I  would  like  to  make  it  very  clear  that  these  recommendations  for 
supplemental  appropriations  for  the  current  fiscal  year  actually  reflect 
a  net  reduction  of  $24  million  below  the  total  amount  forecast  for 
these  items  in  the  1960  budget  document  transmitted  to  the  Congress 
last  month. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Dwight  D.  Eisenhower 
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PROPOSED  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  19  59 


Executive  Office  of  the  President, 

Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
Washington,  D.C.,  February  7,  1959. 

The  President, 

The  White  House. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  herewith  for  your  consideration 
proposed  supplemental  appropriations  and  other  authorizations  for 
1959  and  prior  fiscal  years,  and  for  other  purposes,  in  the  following 
amounts: 


Appropriations 
and  other 
authorizations 

Proposals  not 
increasing 
total  author¬ 
izations 

$339,  205 
765, 850 

7, 100, 000 

7,  900, 000 
12, 115, 000 

2,  404, 114,  593 
(42,  910,  700) 
9,  000,000 

$82, 100 

Executive  branch: 

1956  _ 

1957  _ _ 

1958  _ _ 

1959  _ 

192,  557, 470 

2,  441,  334,  648 

192, 639,  570 

Each  of  the  amounts  recommended  for  the  executive  branch  has 
been  subjected  to  a  critical  current  examination.  In  all  but  a  few 
cases  amounts  were  specifically  included  in  the  1960  budget  document 
for  later  transmittal  as  1959  supplementals.  Of  the  total  now  recom¬ 
mended,  approximately  $2,409  million  is  for  such  items.  For  these 
same  items,  $2,438  million  was  estimated  in  the  1960  budget.  The 
current  recommendations,  therefore,  reflect  a  reduction  of  $29  million 
below  the  total  amount  forecast  in  the  budget  for  these  items. 
Amounts  now  recommended  but  not  specifically  forecast  in  the  1960 
budget  total  only  $5  million. 

By  far  the  largest  amount  of  the  request,  $1,337  million,  is  to  reim¬ 
burse  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for  expenses  incurred  by  it 
in  previous  years  in  carrying  out  special  activities,  which  under  the 
law  are  financed  by  the  Corporation  subject  to  later  reimbursement. 
Of  this  sum  $1,034  million  is  to  reimburse  the  Corporation  for  the  cost 
of  sales  of  agricultural  commodities  for  foreign  currencies.  An  amount 
of  $225  million  is  included  for  the  Development  Loan  Fund  to  replenish 
its  capital.  Other  large  sums  are  for  programs  of  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  including  grants  for  public  assistance, 
$168.4  million,  of  which  $125.5  million  is  due  to  recently  enacted 
legislation,  and  about  $76  million  to  carry  out  activities  authorized 
under  the  recently  enacted  National  Defense  Education  Act.  Sums 
for  the  Department  of  Defense  include  over  $80  million  as  a  result  of 
the  crises  in  Lebanon  and  Taiwan.  The  Veterans’  Administration 
requires  more  than  $52  million  for  veterans  compensation  and 
pensions. 

A  total  of  approximately  $195  million,  distributed  among  many 
items  is  to  cover  the  cost  of  recently  enacted  pay  increases  including 
those  approved  by  wage  boards.  The  remainder  of  pay  increase  needs 
will  be  included  in  a  later  request  made  up  entirely  of  recommendations 
for  this  purpose. 
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Proposals  not  increasing  total  authorizations  include  $171  million 
to  reimburse  the  Post  Office  Department  for  public  services,  a  trans¬ 
action  which  does  not  increase  the  amount  of  total  budget  authoriza¬ 
tions  or  expenditures.  The  remaining  $22  million  is  for  proposed 
transfers  between  existing  appropriations  to  reduce  or  eliminate  the 
need  for  additional  appropriations. 

Drafts  of  suggested  language  and  the  details  of  the  various  proposals, 
together  with  the  reasons  for  their  transmittal  at  this  time,  are  set 
forth  in  the  attachment  to  this  letter. 

Among  the  recommended  items  are  a  number  where  funds  will  be 
needed  soon.  For  example,  the  Development  Loan  Fund  has  vir¬ 
tually  exhausted  its  authority  to  make  further  loan  commitments  and 
must  have  additional  authority  if  it  is  to  provide  an  orderly  continu¬ 
ance  of  its  loan  operations.  Additional  funds  for  defense  educational 
activities  of  the  Office  of  Education  should  also  be  made  available  as 
early  as  possible.  The  initial  appropriations  for  this  purpose  were  on 
^in  interim  basis  and  are  near  exhaustion. 

"  I  recommend  the  transmission  to  the  Congress  of  these  proposed 
supplemental  appropriations  and  other  authorizations  in  the  amounts 
specified.  As  provided  by  law,  the  requests  of  the  legislative  branch 
and  the  judiciary  have  been  included  without  revision. 

Respectfully  yours, 


Roger  W.  Jones, 

Acting  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 
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ITEMS  INCLUDED  IN  THE  CONSOLIDATED  SUBMISSION 
OF  PROPOSED  SUPPLEMENTAL  AUTHORIZATIONS 


LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH 

Senate: 

Compensation  of  Senators _ * _ 

Contingent  expenses  of  the  Senate: 

Furniture _ 

Mail  transportation _ 

Miscellaneous  items _ 

Stationery  (revolving  fund) _ 

House  of  Representatives:  Contingent  expenses  of  the  House: 

Reporting  hearings _ 

Postage  stamps _ 

THE  JUDICIARY 

Courts  of  appeals,  district  courts,  and  other  judicial  services: 

Fees  of  jurors  and  commissioners _ 

Travel  and  miscellaneous  expenses _ 

Administrative  Office  of  the  United  States  Courts _ 

Expenses  of  referees _ 

EXECUTIVE  OFFICE  OF  THE  PRESIDENT 

Office  of  Civil  and  Defense  Mobilization:  Federal  contributions- 

FUNDS  APPROPRIATED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mutual  security:  Development  Loan  Fund _ 

INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 

Alaska  International  Rail  and  Highway  Commission:  Salaries 

and  expenses _ 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board:  Payments  to  air  carriers _ 

Civil  Service  Commission: 

Salaries  and  expenses _ 

Investigations  of  United  States  citizens  for  employment  by 

.  international  organizations _ 

1  Annuities,  Panama  Canal  construction  employees  and  Light¬ 
house  Service  widows _ 

Commission  on  International  Rules  of  Judicial  Procedure:  Sal¬ 
aries  and  expenses _ 

Historical  and  memorial  commissions: 

Civil  War  Centennial  Commission _ 

Corregidor-Bataan  Memorial  Commission _ 

Outdoor  Recreation  Resources  Review  Commission _ 

Railroad  Retirement  Board:  Limitation  on  salaries  and  expenses  _ 
River  Basin  Study  Commission  for  South  Carolina-Georgia- 

Alabama-Florida _ 

River  Basin  Study  Commission  for  Texas _ 

Veterans  Administration: 

General  operating  expenses _ 

Inpatient  care _ 

Outpatient  care _ _ 

Compensation  and  pensions _ 


$23,  980 

34,  385 
5,  000 
80,  420 
1,  780 

10,  000 

183,  640 


180,  000 
178,  000 
56,  250 
351,  600 


(3,  000,  000) 


225,  000,  000 


200,  000 

18,  085,  000 

1,  800,  000 

143,  000 

270,  000 

75,  000 

23,  492 
46,  000 
350,  000 
(1,  027,  000) 

100,  000 

150,  000 

13,  438,  000 
47,  455,  000 
6,  934,  000 
52,  500,  000 
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GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Expenses,  supply  distribution -  $1,  877,  000 

General  supply  fund - - -  15,  000,  000 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  Administrator -  73,  600 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Research  Service:  Salaries  and  expenses -  100,  000 

Extension  Service:  Cooperative  extension  work,  payments  and 

expenses _  (559,  682 

Agricultural  Conservation  Program  Service -  (594,  950 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service:  Marketing  research  and  serv¬ 
ice _ : _  626,  000 

Soil  bank  programs:  Conservation  reserve  program -  (308,  750 

Commodity  Stabilization  Service:  Acreage  allotments  and  mar¬ 
keting  quotas _  (506,  200 

Special  activities:  Reimbursement  to  Commodity  Credit  Corpo- 


Commodity  Credit  Corporation:  Limitation  on  administrative 

expenses - -  (4,  669,  000 

Office  of  Information:  Salaries  and  expenses _  (77,  000 

Forest  Service:  Forest  protection  and  utilization _  8,  500,  000 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Maritime  activities: 

Ship  construction _  (700,  000 

Operating-differential  subsidies _  10,  000,  000 

State  marine  schools _  35,  000 

Salaries  and  expenses _  805,  500 

Patent  Office:  Salaries  and  expenses _  1,  835,  000 

National  Bureau  of  Standards:  Construction  of  laboratories _  19,  793 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE - MILITARY  FUNCTIONS 

Interservice  activities:  Retired  pay _  5,  000,  000 

Department  of  the  Army: 

Military  personnel  (1956) _  7,  100,  000 

Military  personnel  (1957) _  7,  900,  000 

Operation  and  maintenance _  42,  400,  000 

Army  National  Guard  (1958) _  3,  065,  000 

Department  of  the  Navy: 

Military  personnel _  36,  735,  000 

Aircraft  and  facilities _  20,  000,  000 

Ships  and  facilities _  20,  000,  000 

Ordnance  and  facilities _  4,  246,  000 

Medical  care  (1958) _  9,  050,  000 

Medical  care _  8,  100,  000 

Civil  engineering _  3,  732,  000 

Servicewide  supply  and  finance _  16,  313,  000 

Servicewide  operations _  5,  726,  000 

Department  of  the  Air  Force:  Military  personnel _  27,  828,  000 

General  provision _  Language 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE - CIVIL  FUNCTIONS 

Department  of  the  Army: 

Cemeterial  expenses:  Salaries  and  expenses _  535,  000 

Rivers  and  harbors  and  flood  control:  Construction,  general.  5,  000,  000 
Administration,  Ryukyu  Islands:  Construction  of  power 

system -  10,  000,  000 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration:  Salaries  and  expenses _  $1,  150,  000 

Office  of  Education: 

Defense  educational  activities _  75,  300,  000 

Salaries  and  expenses _  1,  067,  000 

Public  Health  Service: 

Assistance  to  States,  general _  800,  000 

Construction  of  Indian  health  facilities _  1,  886,  000 

Social  Security  Administration: 

Limitation  on  salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Old-Age 

and  Survivors  Insurance _  (34,  401,  000) 

Limitation  on  construction,  Bureau  of  Old-Age  and  Sur¬ 
vivors  Insurance _  (1,210,000) 

Grants  to  States  for  public  assistance _  168,  400,  000 

Grants  to  States  for  maternal  and.  child  welfare _  1,  500,  000 

Office  of  the  Secretary: 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  Field  Administration _  199,  000 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel _  57,  000 

White  House  Council  on  Aging _  846,  000 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management:  Management  of  lands  and 

resources _  3,  814,  000 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs: 

Road  construction  and  maintenance  (liquidation  of  contract 

authorization) _ _ _  (1,000,000) 

Payment  to  Standing  Rock  Sioux  Tribe  of  Indians _  6,  960,  000 

Bureau  of  Reclamation:  Loan  program _  4,  860,  000 

National  Park  Service:  Management  and  protection _  1,  388,  500 

Virgin  Islands  Corporation: 

Revolving  fund _  650,  000 

Loans  to  operating  fund _  850,  000 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Legal  activities  and  general  administration: 

Salaries  and  expenses,  general  legal  activities _  988,  000 

Salaries  and  expenses,  United  States  attorneys  and  mar¬ 
shals _  2,  542,  000 

Fees  and  expenses  of  witnesses _  100,  000 

Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation:  Salaries  and  expenses _  9,  611,  000 

Federal  Prison  System: 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Prisons _  2,  999,  000 

Support  of  United  States  prisoners _ _ _  500,  000 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Bureau  of  Labor  Standards:  Salaries  and  expenses. . .  774,000 

Bureau  of  Employment  Security: 

Salaries  and  expenses _  630,  500 

Unemployment  compensation  for  veterans  and  Federal 

employees _  41,  200,  000 

POST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENT 

Payment  for  public  services _  (171,  259,  000) 

Transportation  (out  of  postal  fund) _  41,  000,  000 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Administration  of  foreign  affairs: 

Salaries  and  expenses _  $6,  875,  000 

Emergencies  in  the  diplomatic  and  consular  service _  995,  000 

International  organizations  and  conferences: 

Contributions  to  international  organizations . .  4,  943,  146 

International  contingencies _  1,  200,  000 

International  commissions:  International  Boundary  and  Water 
Commission,  United  States  and  Mexico:  Operation  and 

maintenance _  991,  500 

Other:  Payment  to  the  Philippine  Government— _ _  23,  862,  751 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

Bureau  of  Accounts: 

Salaries  and  expenses _  337,  000 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Division  of  Disbursement _  3,  975,  000 

Bureau  of  Customs:  Salaries  and  expenses _  4,  491,  000 

Internal  Revenue  Service:  Salaries  and  expenses _  30,  600,  000 

United  States  Secret  Service:  Salaries  and  expenses,  White 

House  Police _  130,  000 

Bureau  of  the  Mint:  Salaries  and  Expenses _  Language 

Coast  Guard:  Operating  expenses _  7,  831,  000 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Federal  funds:  Federal  payment  to  District  of  Columbia _  9,  000,  000 

District  of  Columbia  funds: 

Operating  expenses: 

Department  of  General  Administration _  (550,  000) 

Department  of  Occupations  and  Professions _  (26,  200) 

Public  schools _  (4,  295,  668) 

Public  Library _ _ _ „  (190,  300) 

Metropolitan  Police _  (2,  616,  800) 

Fire  Department _  (1,200;  300) 

Department  of  Corrections _  (326,  100) 

Department  of  Public  Welfare _  (897,  200) 

Miscellaneous: 

Settlement  of  claims  and  suits _  (20,  197) 

Judgments _ _ _  (30,  219) 

Audited  claims _  (147,484) 


Total  proposed  supplemental  appropriations  and 

authorizations _  2,  441,  334,  648 


Summary  by  fiscal  years: 

1956  _ _ _  7,100,000 

1957  -  7,  900,  000 

1958  -  12,115,000 

1959  - _ 2,  414,  219,  648 


DETAIL  OF  PROPOSED  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS 
FOR  FISCAL  YEAR  1959,  AND  FOR  OTHER  PURPOSES 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled,  That  the  following  sums  are 
appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appro¬ 
priated,  to  supply  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1959,  and  for  other  purposes,  namely: 

LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH 
Senate 

SALARIES  OF  SENATORS,  MILEAGE  OF  THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  SENATE 

AND  OF  SENATORS,  EXPENSE  ALLOWANCE  OF  THE  MAJORITY  AND 

MINORITY  LEADERS  OF  THE  SENATE,  AND  SALARY  AND  EXPENSE 

ALLOWANCE  OF  THE  VICE  PRESIDENT 

Compensation  of  Senators 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Compensation  of  Senators”, 
$23,980. 

CONTINGENT  EXPENSES  OF  THE  SENATE 

Furniture 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Furniture”,  $34,385. 

Mail  Transportation 

For  an  additional  amount  for  maintaining,  exchanging,  and 
equipping  motor  vehicles  for  carrying  the  mails  and  for  official  use  of 
the  Majority  and  Minority  Whips  and  the  offices  of  the  Secretary  and 
Sergeant  at  Arms,  $5,000. 

Miscellaneous  Items 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Miscellaneous  items”,  $80,420. 

Stationery  (Revolving  Fund) 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Stationery  (revolving  fund)”, 

$1,780,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

House  of  Representatives 

CONTINGENT  EXPENSES  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Reporting  Hearings 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Reporting  hearings”,  $10,000. 

Postage  Stamps 

For  airmail  and  special-delivery  postage  stamps,  for  the  first 
session  of  the  86th  Congress,  as  authorized  by  Public  Law  85-778, 
approved  August  27,  1958,  $183,640. 

As  provided  by  statute,  these  proposed  supplemental  appropriations 
for  the  legislative  branch  are  submitted  without  change. 
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THE  JUDICIARY 

Courts  of  Appeals,  District  Courts,  and  Other  Judicial 

Services 

FEES  OF  JURORS  AND  COMMISSIONERS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Rees  of  jurors  and  commissioners”, 
$180,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  cover  (1)  the  cost  of 
a  moderate  increase  in  the  number  of  juries  used,  (2)  the  cost  of  in¬ 
creased  fees  to  jurors  payable  under  Public  Law  85-299,  effective 
September  7,  1957,  and  (3)  the  increased  fees  and  related  costs  of 
United  States  commissioners  as  authorized  by  Public  Law  85-276, 
effective  September  2,  1957. 

TRAVEL  AND  MISCELLANEOUS  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Travel  and  miscellaneous  ex¬ 
penses”,  $178,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  cover  the  costs  of 
(1)  increased  charges  for  communication  services,  (2)  postal  rate 
increases,  (3)  printing  an  additional  number  of  opinions  of  the  courts 
of  appeals,  (4)  paying  court  reporters  for  transcripts  at  higher  rates 
as  authorized  by  the  Judicial  Conference,  and  (5)  eliminating  a  back¬ 
log  of  orders  for  lawbooks,  general  office  equipment,  and  furniture. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  OFFICE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  COURTS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Administrative  Office  of  the  United 
States  Courts”,  including  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  194-6  ( 5  U.S.C.  55a),  at  rates  not  to  exceed  $75  per 
diem  for  individuals,  $188,350,  of  which  $82,100  shall  be  derived  by 
transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Salaries  of  judges” ,  fiscal  year 
1959. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  cover  costs  of 
(1)  providing  staff  and  facilities  to  implement  the  act  of  July  11,  1958, 
“To  empower  the  Judicial  Conference  to  study  and  recommend 
changes  in  and  additions  to  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  in  the 
Federal  courts,”  (2)  pay  increases  for  wage-board  employees,  (3)  pay 
increases  authorized  by  Public  Law  85-462,  (4)  postal  rate  increases, 
and  (5)  an  actuarial  study  of  the  Judicial  Survivors’  Annuity  System. 

EXPENSES  OF  REFEREES 

For  an  addition  amount  for  “Expenses  of  referees”,  $351,600,  to  be 
derived  from  the  referees’  expense  fund  established  in  pursuance  of 
the  Act  of  June  28,  1946,  as  amended  (11  U.S.C.  68(c)(4)). 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  finance  (1)  pay 
increases  authorized  by  Public  Law  85-462,  (2)  postal  rate  increases, 
and  (3)  additional  employees  and  associated  costs  necessary  to  handle 
the  increasing  volume  of  bankruptcy  cases. 
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EXECUTIVE  OFFICE  OF  THE  PRESIDENT 
Office  of  Civil  and  Defense  Mobilization 
FEDERAL  CONTRIBUTIONS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Federal  contributions”,  including 
financial  contributions  to  the  States  pursuant  to  section  205  of  the 
Federal  Civil  Defense  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  to  be  equally  matched 
with  State  funds,  $3,000,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  “Emergency  supplies  and  equipment” ,  fiscal  year  1959. 

Public  Law  85-606,  approved  August  8,  1958,  authorized  a  new 
program  to  provide  Federal  financial  contributions  to  States  and 
political  subdivisions  for  necessary  civil  defense  personnel  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  costs.  These  contributions  would  be  made  following  the 
approval  of  State  plans  for  civil  defense  which  must  be  consistent  with 
the  national  plan  for  civil  defense  and  may  not  exceed  one-half  of  the 
total  cost  of  the  State  and  local  expenses  for  these  purposes.  This 
proposed  transfer  is  to  provide  $3  million  to  initiate  this  program  in 
|  the  last  quarter  of  this  fiscal  year. 

FUNDS  APPROPRIATED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 
Mutual  Security 

DEVELOPMENT  LOAN  FUND 

For  an  additional  amount  for  advances  to  the  Development  Loan 
Fund,  as  authorized  by  section  203  of  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  $225,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

It  is  estimated  that  virtually  all  of  the  capital  of  the  Development 
Loan  Fund  very  shortly  will  be  either  obligated  under  signed  loan 
agreements  or,  in  effect,  obligated  through  letters  of  advice  informing 
the  applicant  that  its  application  has  been  approved  and  committing 
the  Fund  to  the  financing  on  stated  terms.  A  large  number  of  loan 
applications  will  have  to  await  the  provision  of  additional  capital. 
The  uninterrupted  operation  of  the  Fund  for  high  priority  projects  is 
of  great  importance  in  meeting  our  foreign  policy  objectives. 

INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 
Alaska  International  Rail  and  Highway  Commission 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $200,000, 
and  said  appropriation  shall  remain  available  until  March  1,  1960. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  enable  the  Alaska 
International  Rail  and  Highway  Commission  to  continue  a  study  of 
the  advantages  and  economic  feasibility  of  additional  rail  and  highway 
routes  between  the  continental  United  States  and  Alaska.  The 
Commission  is  required  to  submit  a  report  to  the  Congress  no  later 
than  February  1,  1960.  The  present  authorization  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  is  $300,000  of  which  $100,000  has  previously  been  appropriated. 
The  additional  funds  are  to  provide  for  a  study  by  a  private  research 
firm  and  for  necessary  expenses  of  the  Commission  during  its  remaining 
life. 
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Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

PAYMENTS  TO  AIR  CARRIERS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Payments  to  air  carriers”,  $18,- 
085,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  permit  the  Board 
to  pay  subsidy  bills  as  they  become  due  during  the  remainder  of  the 
current  fiscal  year. 

The  increased  subsidy  requirement  is  largely  for  local  service  opera¬ 
tions  and  reflects  the  impact  of  new  routes  authorized  by  the  Board 
and  the  operation  of  new  equipment  by  the  carriers. 

Civil  Service  Commission 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $1,800,000: 
Provided ,  That  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Independent  Offices 
Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  performing  the 
duties  imposed  upon  the  Commission  by  the  Act  of  July  19,  19 fO  ( 54 
Stat.  767),  is  increased  from  “< $70,000”  to  “$77,000” ,  and  the  limita¬ 
tion  thereunder  on  the  amount  available  for  expenses  of  travel  is  increased 
from  “$472,000”  to  “$500,000”. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  (1)  $30,000  to 
process  workloads  resulting  from  Public  Law  85-465,  effective  August 
1,  1958,  which  provides  annuities  to  certain  widows  and  widowers 
whose  spouses  died  prior  to  February  29,  1948,  (2)  $28,000  to  cover 
the  cost  of  increasing  per  diem  and  mileage  allowances  to  the  maxi- 
mums  authorized  by  Public  Law  84-189,  with  an  equivalent  increase 
in  the  limitation  for  travel  expenses,  and  (3)  $117,000  for  moving  to 
and  furnishing  new  office  space  in  Washington,  D.C.  and  New  York 
City. 

The  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  also  includes  $1,625,000 
to  cover  the  cost  of  pay  increases  provided  by  Public  Law  85-462. 
These  additional  salary  costs  also  require  an  increase  in  the  limitation 
for  performing  the  work  entailed  in  administering  the  act  of  July  19, 
1940.  This  appropriation  was  apportioned,  pursuant  to  section  3679 
of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C.  665),  on  a  basis 
which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  estimate  for  this 
purpose.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  October  30,  1958. 

INVESTIGATIONS  OF  UNITED  STATES  CITIZENS  FOR  EMPLOYMENT  BY 
INTERNATIONAL  ORGANIZATIONS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Investigations  of  United  States 
citizens  for  employment  by  international  organizations”,  $143,000. 

This  appropriation  provides  funds  for  the  investigation  of  United 
States  citizens  who  are  seeking  employment  by  international  organiza¬ 
tions.  Unanticipated  increases  in  employment  by  international  or¬ 
ganizations  and  the  increased  cost  of  services  performed  by  others 
account  for  most  of  the  additional  funds  requested.  The  proposed 
supplemental  appropriation  also  includes  $5,000  to  cover  pay  increases 
authorized  by  Public  Law  85-462  for  employees  paid  directly  from 
the  appropriation. 
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ANNUITIES,  PANAMA  CANAL  CONSTRUCTION  EMPLOYEES  AND 
LIGHTHOUSE  SERVICE  WIDOWS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Annuities,  Panama  Canal  construc¬ 
tion  employees  and  Lighthouse  Service  widows”,  $270,000. 

This  appropriation  provides  funds  for  the  payment  of  annuities  to 
persons  employed  in  construction  of  the  Panama  Canal  or  then-  widows 
and  to  widows  of  former  employees  of  the  Lighthouse  Service.  Public 
Law  85-351,  enacted  March  28,  1958,  increased  payments  to  the  latter 
group  from  $50  to  $75  a  month.  In  addition,  there  have  been  more 
claims  for  benefits  and  fewer  deaths  in  both  groups  than  expected  when 
the  annual  estimate  for  1959  was  prepared.  This  combination  of 
factors  creates  the  need  for  additional  funds  to  make  benefit  payments 
throughout  the  year. 

On  September  15,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  apportioned,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  esti- 
jmate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

Commission  on  International  Rules  of  Judicial  Procedure 

SAL  A  RIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Commission  on  International  Rules 
of  Judicial  Procedure,  $75,000,  to  remain  available  until  December  31, 

1959. 

The  Commission  was  created  by  Public  Law  85-906  to  study  and 
make  recommendations  on  improving  judicial  assistance  and  coopera¬ 
tion  between  the  United  States  and  foreign  countries.  The  law 
requires  completion  of  its  work  by  December  31,  1959. 

Historical  and  Memorial  Commissions 

CIVIL  WAR  CENTENNIAL  COMMISSION 

For  an  additional  amount  for  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  September  7,  1957,  as  amended  (71  Stat.  626; 

72  Stat.  1770),  $23,432. 

Of  this  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  $18,224  is  to  permit 
dhe  Commission  to  expand  its  program  to  the  level  contemplated  by 
'the  Congress  in  the  enactment  of  Public  Law  85-918,  approved 
September  2,  1958.  The  balance  of  $5,268  is  to  meet  increased  pay 
costs  under  Public  Law  85-462. 

CORREGIDOR-BATAAN  MEMORIAL  COMMISSION 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
August  5,  1953,  as  amended  {67  Stat.  366;  69  Stat.  589;  71  Stat.  457; 

72  Stat.  416),  $46,000,  to  remain  available  until  June  30,  1960. 

This  proposed  appropriation  is  to  meet  administrative  expenses  of 
the  Commission  in  planning  for  the  financing  and  construction  of  a 
memorial  on  Corregidor  Island.  No  appropriation  has  been  enacted 
for  these  1959  expenses  and  the  work  of  the  Commission  is  therefore 
currently  suspended. 


14 


PROPOSED  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1959 


Outdoor  Recreation  Resources  Review  Commission 

For  an  additional  amount  for  the  “Outdoor  Recreation  Resources 
Review  Commission”,  $350,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  enable  this  newly 
created  Commission  to  initiate  the  inventory  and  evaluation  of 
outdoor  recreation  resources  as  directed  by  Public  Law  85-470, 
approved  June  28,  1958.  The  Commission’s  report  to  the  President 
and  Congress  is  due  not  later  than  September  1,  1961. 

Railroad  Retirement  Board 

LIMITATION  ON  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

The  amount  authorized  by  the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  for  necessary  expenses  of  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Board,  to  be  derived  from  the  railroad  retirement  account,  is 
increased  from  “$8,450,000”  to  “$9,477,000”. 

This  proposed  increase  in  limitation  includes  $662,000  to  cover  the* 
cost  of  pay  increases  pursuant  to  Public  Law  85-462  and  $365,000  to* 
cover  the  cost  of  the  additional  workload  resulting  from  the  enactment 
of  the  Social  Security  Amendments  of  1958  which  affect  the  operations 
of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Board. 

On  October  28,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  esti¬ 
mate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

River  Basin  Study  Commissions 

RIVER  BASIN  STUDY  COMMISSION  FOR  SOUTH  CAROLINA-GEORGIA- 
ALABAMA-FLORIDA  [WATER  STUDY  COMMISSION J 

For  an  additional  amount  for  necessary  expenses  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  approved  August  28,  1958  (Public  Law  85- 
850),  $100,000. 

[TEXAS  WATER]  RIVER  BASIN  STUDY  COMMISSION  FOR  TEXAS 

I’or  an  additional  amount  for  necessary  expenses  to  carrv  out  the 
provisions  of  title  II  of  the  Act  approved  August  28,  1958  (Public  A 

Law  85-843),  $150,000.  fl 

Legislation  enacted  last  summer  authorized  the  establislnnent  of 
these  Commissions  to  study  and  prepare  plans  for  the  development 
of  land  and  water  resources  in  certain  major  river  basins  in  their 
respective  areas.  An  amount  of  $50,000  was  appropriated  for  each 
Commission  in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1959. 
These  proposed  additional  appropriations  are  to  enable  these  Com¬ 
missions  to  carry  forward  their  work  during  the  remainder  of  the 
current  fiscal  year. 

Veterans  Administration 

GENERAL  OPERATING  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “General  operating  expenses”, 
$13,438,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $12,578,000  to 
cover  the  cost  of  pay  increases  under  Public  Law  85-462. 

An  additional  $860,000  is  to  handle  increased  workloads  deriving 
from  three  insurance  laws  recently  enacted.  These  new  laws  are: 
(1)  Public  Law  85A378  which  increased  total  disability  income  benefits 
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which  may  be  purchased  by  insureds;  (2)  Public  Law  85-857  which 
made  minor  amendments  in  United  States  Government  life  insurance 
laws;  and  (3)  Public  Law  85-896  which  authorized  certain  policy¬ 
holders  of  term  insurance  to  convert  to  a  permanent  plan  or  to  a  new 
form  of  term  insurance. 

On  September  23,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  apportioned,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  esti¬ 
mate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

INPATIENT  CAKE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Inpatient  care”,  $47,455,000,  and 
the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation 
Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  f or  expenses  of  travel  of  employees,  is 
increased  from  “$375,000”  to  “$435,000" . 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  provide  additional 
funds  in  the  amount  of  (a)  $43,065,000  for  employee  pay  increases  in 
accordance  with  Public  Law  85-462,  ( b )  $3,331,000  to  meet  the  cost 
of  increased  rates  of  pay  for  wage-board  employees  whose  salaries  are 
determined  in  accordance  with  prevailing  rates,  and  (c)  $1,059,000 
for  the  increased  cost,  pursuant  to  Public  Law  85-674,  of  contract 
burial  and  funeral  expenses  of  eligible  veterans  who  die  while  receiving 
care  in  a  Veterans  Administration  facility. 

The  increase  in  the  appropriation  limitation  for  employee  travel  is 
necessary  because  of  the  enactment  of  Public  Law  85-749  which 
authorizes  travel  expenses,  including  transportation  of  families,  for 
employees  appointed  to  certain  positions  for  which  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  has  determined  a  manpower  shortage  to  exist. 

On  January  19,  1959,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  esti¬ 
mate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

OUTPATIENT  CARE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Outpatient  care”,  $6,934,000, 
and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Independent  Offices  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  expenses  of  travel  of 
employees,  is  increased  from  “$206,400”  to  “$243,000” . 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  provide  $4,555,000 
for  employee  pay  increases  authorized  bv  Public  Law  85-462,  $25,200 
for  the  increased  cost,  pursuant  to  Public  Law  85-674,  of  contract 
burial  and  funeral  expenses  of  eligible  veterans  who  die  while  receiving 
care  at  the  expense  of  the  Veterans  Administration  in  contract  hos¬ 
pitals,  and  $2,353,800  to  cover  the  cost  of  an  increase  of  114,600 
.medical  visits  to  clinics  over  the  number  estimated  in  the  1959  budget. 
Included  within  this  latter  estimate  is  $398,300  for  17,167  visits 
resulting  from  the  enactment  of  Public  Law  85-461  which  authorized 
outpatient  medical  services  to  Philippine  Commonwealth  Army 
veterans  for  service-connected  disabilities. 

The  increase  in  the  employee  travel  limitation  is  necessary  to  pay 
transportation  expenses  of  United  States  personnel  to  Manila,  Philip¬ 
pine  Islands,  in  order  to  staff  the  expanded  outpatient  clinic  required 
by  the  enactment  of  Public  Law  85-461. 
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On  November  17,  1958,  this  appropriation  Avas  reapportioned, 
pursuant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31 
U.S.C.  665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental 
estimate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

COMPENSATION  AND  PENSIONS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Compensation  and  pensions”, 
$52,500,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Recently  enacted  legislation  necessitates  the  provision  of  additional 
funds  in  the  amount  of  $25,000,000.  The  military  pay  raise  under 
Public  Law  85-422  caused  an  increase  in  dependency  and  indemnity 
compensation  rates  requiring  $1,500,000,  increased  pension  rates  for 
widows  of  the  Spanish-American  and  earlier  wars  under  Public  Law 
85-425  will  cost  $11,000,000,  increased  burial  allowances  under  Public 
Law  85-674  will  cost  $11,800,000,  and  other  new  legislation  will 
require  $700,000. 

An  additional  amount  of  $27,500,000  is  to  supplement  the  1959 
appropriation  for  benefit  payments  under  legislation  in  effect  Avhen 
the  appropriation  was  enacted.  Current  estimates  of  caseloads  and 
average  payments  do  not  vary  significantly  from  the  original  1959 
budget  estimates  for  this  appropriation. 

On  September  23,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  apportioned,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  esti¬ 
mate.  This  action  Avas  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 
Expenses,  Supply  Distribution 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Expenses,  supply  distribution”, 
$1,877,000,  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Independent 
Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  expenses 
of  travel,  is  increased  from  “$182,500”  to  “$168,200” . 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $948,000  for  the 
cost  of  pay  increases  pursuant  to  Public  Law  85-462;  $129,000  for  the 
cost  of  Avage-board  pay  increases  granted  through  January  10,  1959; 
and,  $800,000  to  cover  expenses  of  an  anticipated  increase  in  the  sale 
of  common-use  supplies. 

On  October  21,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  esti¬ 
mate  for  increased  pay  costs.  This  action  Avas  reported  to  the 
Congress  by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

General  Supply  Fund 

To  increase  the  general  supply  fund  established  by  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949,  as  amended 
(5  U.S.C.  630g),  $15,000,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  supply  additional 
capital  for  the  general  supply  fund  to  provide  adequate  financing  for 
increased  sales  and  services  to  Federal  agencies. 
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Salaries  and  Expenses,  Office  of  Administrator 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of 
Administrator”,  including  expenses  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  August  25,  1958  (72  Stat.  838),  $73,600. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $13,600  for  the 
cost  of  pay  increases  pursuant  to  Public  Law  85-462,  and  $60,000 
for  the  cost  of  allowances  and  office  facilities  for  former  presidents  and 
pensions  for  widows  of  former  presidents  under  Public  Law  85-745. 

On  September  19,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  apportioned, 
pursuant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31 
U.S.C.  665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental 
estimate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Research  Service 
SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  as  follows: 

“Research”,  including  not  to  exceed  $35,000  for  alterations  to 
the  meat  laboratory  at  Beltsville,  Maryland,  $4,17 4,1 10,  of  which 
$4,07 4,H0  shall  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for 
“Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959; 

“Plant  and  animal  disease  and  pest  control”,  $2,423,000,  to  be 
derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “ Conservation  reserve 
program”,  fiscal  year  1959;  and 

“Meat  inspection”,  $1,899,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the 
appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program” ,  fiscal  year  1959. 

The  proposed  additional  appropriation  of  $100,000  is  for  research 
on  methods  for  the  humane  handling  and  slaughter  of  livestock  in 
accordance  with  Public  Law  85-765,  approved  August  27,  1958.  Not 
to  exceed  $35,000  of  these  funds  are  for  the  alteration  of  a  meat 
laboratory  at  Beltsville,  Md.,  to  facilitate  such  research. 

The  proposed  transfer  of  $8,396,110  is  to  finance  that  part  of  the 
increased  salary  and  related  costs  resulting  from  Public  Law  85-462, 
which  cannot  be  absorbed  within  this  appropriation.  This  appro¬ 
priation  was  apportioned,  pursuant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised 
|Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C.  665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a 
'necessity  for  a  supplemental  estimate  for  this  purpose.  This  action 
was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  on  October  30,  1958. 

Extension  Service 

COOPERATIVE  EXTENSION  WORK,  PAYMENTS  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Cooperative  extension  work,  pay¬ 
ments  and  expenses”,  for  “Penalty  mail”,  $559,682,  to  be  derived  by 
transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program” , 
fiscal  year  1959:  Provided,  That  of  the  amount  made  available  under 
this  head  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  Farm  Credit  Adminis¬ 
tration  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  for  “Payments  to  States,  Hawaii, 
Alaska,  and  Puerto  Rico” ,  $63,145  shall  be  transferred  to  the  subappro¬ 
priation  for  “Penalty  mail” ,  and  $162,255  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
subappropriation  for  “Federal  Extension  Service”. 

The  proposed  transfer  for  penalty  mail  is  to  cover  the  cost  of  in¬ 
creased  postal  rates  pursuant  to  Public  Law  85-426.  The  amount 


H.  Doe.  58,  86-1 


3 


18 


PROPOSED  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1959 


for  Federal  Extension  Service  is  for  financing  increased  salary  and 
related  costs  resulting  from  Public  Law  85-462. 

On  September  17,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  apportioned,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  esti¬ 
mate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

Ac.ricultueal  Conservation  Program  Service 

AGRICULTURAL  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM 

The  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and 
Farm  Credit  Administration  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount 
available  for  administrative  expenses,  is  increased  from  “$24,698,000” 
to  “$25,292,950” ,  and  the  limitation  thereunder  on  the  maximum  amount 
which  shall  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  account  for  “Administra¬ 
tive  expenses,  section  392,  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938”,  is 
increased  from  “$ 5,025,800 ”  to  “$5,424,200". 


This  proposed  provision  is  to  provide  $410,860  for  increased  pay 
costs  pursuant  to  Public  Law  85-462  and  $184,090  for  revised  postal 
rates  pursuant  to  Public  Law  85-426.  This  authorization  is  to  in¬ 
crease  the  administrative  expense  and  transfer  limitations  only;  no 
increase  in  the  total  appropriation  is  necessary. 


Agricultural  Marketing  Service 


MARKETING  RESEARCH  AND  SERVICE 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Marketing  research  and  service’’, 
as  follows: 

“Marketing  research  and  agricultural  estimates”,  $1,252,311,  to 
be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “ Conservation  reserve 
program” ,  fiscal  year  1959;  and 

“Marketing  services”,  $2,700,967,  of  which  $2,074,967  shall  be  de¬ 
rived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  pro¬ 
gram”,  fiscal  year  1959. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $600,000  to 
cover  the  costs  resulting  from  an  increasing  number  of  plants  eligible 
and  applying  for  inspection  under  the  Poultry  Products  Inspection 
Act.  Since  all  plants  were  subject  to  the  requirements  of  the  act, 
beginning  January  1,  1959,  unless  specifically  exempted,  it  is  propose/  i 
to  accelerate  the  program  in  order  to  bring  under  continuous  resident- 
inspection  all  eligible  slaughter  and  evisceration  plants  by  June  30, 
1959,  except  for  those  seasonal  plants  not  in  operation  until  after 
that  date.  There  is  also  included  an  amount  of  $26,000  to  cover 
the  cost  of  a  rate  increase  granted  by  the  Federal  Communications 
Commission  for  leased  teletype  facilities  for  the  market  news  service, 
effective  December  2,  1958. 

The  proposed  transfers  are  to  provide  $2,846,278  for  financing  in¬ 
creased  pay  costs  resulting  from  Public  Law  85-462  and  $481,000  for 
increased  postal  costs  resulting  from  Public  Law  85-426  which  cannot 
be  absorbed  within  this  appropriation. 

On  September  17,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  apportioned,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  esti¬ 
mate  for  these  purposes.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress 
by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 
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Soil  Bank  Programs 

CONSERVATION  RESERVE  PROGRAM 

The  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of  Agricxdture 
and  Farm  Credit  Administration  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the 
amount  available  for  administrative  expenses,  is  increased  from 
“$16,000,000”  to  “$16,308,750”. 

This  proposed  provision  is  to  increase  the  administrative  expense 
limitation  under  this  appropriation  so  as  to  provide  $225,770  for 
increased  pay  costs  pursuant  to  Public  Law  85-462  and  $82,980  for 
revised  postal  rates  pursuant  to  Public  Law  85-426. 

Commodity  Stabilization  Service 
ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS  AND  MARKETING  QUOTAS 

The  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
and  Farm  Credit  Administration  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the 
amount  which  shall  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  account  “Ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses,  section  392,  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938”,  is  increased  from  “$ 6,380,100 ”  to  “$6,886,300” . 

This  proposed  provision  is  to  increase  the  administrative  expense 
appropriation  account  “Administrative  expenses,  section  392,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,”  for  increased  pay  costs  under 
Public  Law  85-462  and  $13,500  for  revised  postal  rates  pursuant  to 
Public  Law  85-426. 

On  September  17,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  apportioned,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  esti¬ 
mate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

Special  Activities 

REIMBURSEMENT  TO  COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION  FOR  COSTS  OF 

SPECIAL  ACTIVITIES 

To  reimburse  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for  authorized  un¬ 
recovered  costs  through  June  SO,  1958  ( including  interest  through 
recovery  date),  as  follows:  (1)  $80,800,000  under  the  International 
Wheat  Agreement  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1641-1642) ; 

(2)  $1 19,270,000  for  commodities  disposed  of  for  emergency  famine 
relief  to  friendly  peoples  pursuant  to  title  II  of  the  Act  of  July  10,  1954, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1703,  1721-1724);  (3)  $1 ,033,515,000  for  the 
sale  of  surplus  agricultural  commodities  for  foreign  currencies  pursuant 
to  title  I  of  the  Act  of  July  10,  1954,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1701-1709) ; 

( 4 )  $18,506  for  grain  made  available  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
prevent  crop  damage  by  migratory  waterfowl  pursuant  to  the  Act  of 
July  3,  1956  (7  U.S.C.  442-445);  (5)  $82,250,335  for  strategic  and 
other  materials  acquired  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  as  a 
result  of  barter  or  exchange  of  agricultural  commodities  or  products 
and  transferred  to  the  supplemental  stockpile  pursuant  to  Public  Law 
540,  84th  Congress  (7  U.S.C.  1856);  (6)  $19,390,100  for  transfers  to 
the  appropriation  for  “Diseases  of  animals  and  poultry”  pursuant  to 
authority  contained  under  such  head  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
and  Farm  Credit  Administration  Appropriation  Act,  1958;  and 
(7)  $1,510,870  for  transfers  to  the  appropriation  “Marketing  research 
and  service”  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  August  31,  1951  (7  U.S.C.  414a), 
for  grading  tobacco  and  classing  cotton  without  charge  to  producers,  as 
authorized,  by  law  (7  U.S.C.  415a,  511d). 

It  is  now  estimated  that  participation  by  producers  in  the  price- 
support  programs  administered  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion  will  be  such  that  the  Corporation  will  require  additional  funds 
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before  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  to  assure  conduct  of  its  mandator}' 
price-support  operations.  The  above  proposed  supplemental  appro¬ 
priation  in  the  amount  of  $1,336,754,811  is  to  provide  such  funds  by 
reimbursing  the  Corporation  for  costs  incurred  through  the  fiscal 
year  1958  in  carrying  out  certain  special  activities  which,  under  the 
law,  the  Corporation  finances,  subject  to  later  reimbursement. 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

LIMITATION  ON  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES,  COMMODITY  CREDIT 

CORPORATION 

The  limitation  under  this  head  in  title  II  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  Farm  Credit  Administration  Appropriation  Act, 

1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  administrative  expenses  of  the 
Corporation,  is  increased  from  “$35,398,000”  to  “ $40, 067, 000” . 

This  proposed  increase  of  $4,669,000  in  the  limitation  on  adminis¬ 
trative  expenses  for  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  includes 
$2,000,000  for  increased  program  costs  which  result  from  the  record  ( 
high  production  from  1958  crops.  As  a  consequence,  the  Corpora¬ 
tion’s  loan  and  inventory  management  activities  in  1959  will  be 
much  heavier  than  originally  estimated  for  in  the  1959  budget.  The 
balance  of  $2,669,000  is  to  cover  the  cost  of  pay  increases  under 
Public  Law  85-462. 

On  February  3,  1959,  this  authorization  was  reapportioned,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  esti¬ 
mate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

Office  of  Information 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $77,000, 
to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation 
reserve  program” ,  fiscal  year  1959. 

This  proposed  transfer  is  to  provide  $59,000  for  financing  increased 
pay  costs  resulting  from  Public  Law  85-462  and  $18,000  for  increased 
postal  costs  resulting  from  Public  Law  85-426,  which  cannot  be/ 
absorbed  within  this  appropriation.  \ 

On  September  17,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  apportioned,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  esti¬ 
mate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

Forest  Service 

FOREST  PROTECTION  AND  UTILIZATION 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Forest  protection  and  utiliza¬ 
tion”,  as  follows: 

“Forest  land  management”,  $12,826,000,  of  which  $5,1+32,200 
shall  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “ Conservation 
reserve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959; 

“Forest  research”,  $1,003,400;  and 

“State  and  private  forestry  cooperation”,  $102,800. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  provide  $8,500,000 
for  fighting  forest  fires  and  the  proposed  transfer  of  $5,432,200  is  to 
cover  the  cost  of  pay  increases  under  Public  Law  85-462. 
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The  need  for  additional  funds  for  fighting  forest  fires  results  from 
serious  fire  conditions  experienced  by  the  Forest  Service,  especially 
in  the  western  States.  In  southern  California  alone,  there  were 
several  large  fires  which  were  costly  to  suppress.  Conditions  were  so 
serious  that  the  Department  of  Agriculture  utilized  funds  for  fighting 
fires  in  excess  of  the  amount  appropriated  for  that  purpose.  This 
supplemental  appropriation  is  to  replace  funds  so  used  and  to  provide 
for  estimated  requirements  for  the  remainder  of  the  year. 

On  September  30,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  apportioned,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  esti¬ 
mate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Maritime  Activities 

^  SHIP  CONSTRUCTION 

Not  to  exceed  $18,700,000  of  appropriations  heretofore  granted  under 
this  head  shall  be  available  for  design,  construction,  outfitting,  and 
preparation  for  operation  of  a  nuclear  powered  merchant  ship. 

This  proposed  provision  is  to  increase  the  limitation  for  this  purpose 
from  $18,000,000  to  $18,700,000  to  provide  for  the  purchase  and 
installation  of  stabilizers  for  the  NS  Savannah.  This  equipment  is 
required  for  safety  of  operation. 

OPERATING-DIFFERENTIAL  SUBSIDIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operating-differential  subsidies”, 
$10,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  provide  sufficient 
funds  to  meet  anticipated  payments  due  subsidized  vessel  operators 
under  the  provisions  of  long-term  operating-differential  subsidy  con¬ 
tracts.  Existing  funds  are  expected  to  be  exhausted  before  the  end 
of  the  fiscal  year. 

STATE  MARINE  SCHOOLS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “State  marine  schools”,  $35,000; 

»  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of  Commerce  and 

r  Related  Agencies  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available 

for  the  maintenance  and  repair  of  vessels  loaned  by  the  United  States, 
is  increased  from  “$149,800”  to  “$187 ,800” . 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  provide  funds  for 
the  purchase  and  installation  of  ballast  for  the  Maine  Maritime 
Academy  training  ship,  the  SS  State  of  Maine.  The  Coast  Guard 
requires  that  permanent  ballast  be  installed  to  provide  for  the  efficient 
and  safe  operation  of  the  vessel. 
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SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  arid  expenses”,  $805,500. 
Provided,  That  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  and  Related  Agencies  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount 
available  for  “ Administrative  expenses",  is  increased  from  “$ 6,975,000 ” 
to  “$7,632,500” ;  the  limitation  thereunder  on  the  amount  available  for 
“Maintenance  of  shipyard  and  reserve  training  facilities  and  opera¬ 
tion  of  warehouses",  is  increased  from  “$ 1,400,000 ”  to  “$1,492,000” ; 
and  the  limitation  thereunder  on  the  amount  available  for  “Reserve 
fleet  expenses” ,  is  increased  from  “$6,150,000”  to  “$6,206,000” . 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $35,000  under 
the  limitation  for  “Maintenance  of  shipyard  and  reserve  training  fa¬ 
cilities  and  operation  of  warehouses”  to  provide  for  the  repair  of 
shipyard  buildings  damaged  by  hurricane. 

The  balance  of  $770,500  is  to  cover  the  cost  of  pay  increases  pur¬ 
suant  to  Public  Law  85-462.  This  appropriation  was  apportioned, 
pursuant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31 
U.S.C.  665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental 
estimate  for  this  purpose.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  f 
by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  October  30,  1958. 

Patent  Office 
SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $1,835,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $315,000  for 
costs  of  printing  requirements  attributable  to  both  an  increase  in 
Government  Printing  Office  rates,  effective  in  July  1958,  and  an 
increase  in  the  estimated  number  of  patents  eventuating  for  issuance 
during  1959. 

The  balance  of  $1,520,000  is  to  cover  the  cost  of  pay  increases 
under  Public  Law  85-462.  This  appropriation  was  apportioned,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  indicating  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  estimate  for 
this  purpose.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  October  30,  1958. 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  LABORATORIES  ^ 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction  of  laboratories”, 

$19,793,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  liquidate  a  contrac¬ 
tor’s  claim  adjudicated  by  the  General  Services  Administration 
Board  of  Review. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— MILITARY  FUNCTIONS 
Interservice  Activities 

RETIRED  PAY 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Retired  pay”,  $5,000,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  provide  additional 
funds  to  cover  an  unanticipated  increase  in  the  number  of  annuitants 
on  the  retired  rolls. 

Department  of  the  Army 

MILITARY  PERSONNEL 

For  an  additional  amount,  fiscal  year  1956,  for  “Military  person¬ 
nel”,  $7,100,000. 

For  an  additional  amount,  fiscal  year  1957,  for  “Military  person¬ 
nel”,  $7,900,000. 

Additional  funds  are  required  to  supplement  the  1956  appropriation 
to  cover  a  deficiency  due  principally  to  the  difficulty  of  making  an 
accurate  estimate  of  (1)  the  cost  of  increased  military  compensation 
and  dependency  benefits  granted  late  in  fiscal  year  1955,  and  (2)  the 
number  of  enlisted  men  entitled  to  receive  dependency  benefits. 

Additional  funds  are  also  required  to  supplement  the  1957  appro¬ 
priation  to  cover  a  deficiency  resulting  from  an  inadequate  system 
of  fund  control  in  effect  during  fiscal  year  1957. 

These  deficiencies  did  not  become  apparent  until  well  after  the  close 
of  the  fiscal  years  when  actual  obligations  became  known.  Coirective 
measures  have  been  taken  that  are  designed  to  prevent  future  de¬ 
ficiencies  by  providing  for  more  adequate  administrative  control  of 
these  funds. 

OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operation  and  maintenance”, 
$42,400,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $25,000,000  to 
finance  unbudgeted  costs  incurred  for  activities  which  arose  as  a  result 
of  emergency  operations  in  Lebanon.  The  balance  of  $17,400,000  is 
to  cover  the  cost  of  pay  increases  for  classified  employees  under  Public 
Law  85-462. 

ARMY  NATIONAL  GUARD 

For  an  additional  amount,  fiscal  year  1958,  for  “Army  National 
Guard”,  $3,065,000. 

These  additional  funds  are  necessary  to  provide  for  the  total  costs 
of  the  civilian  and  military  pay  increases,  in  the  fiscal  year  1958, 
granted  pursuant  to  Public  Laws  85-422  and  85-462.  In  computing 
the  additional  appropriation  required  for  this  purpose  under  the  au¬ 
thority  granted  in  Public  Law  85-472,  it  was  estimated  that  $3,065,000 
of  the  total  cost  of  $4,065,000  could  be  absorbed  within  existing  funds. 
Consequently  an  additional  amount  of  only  $1,000,000  was  provided. 
It  now  develops  that  the  reported  outstanding  obligations  against  the 
original  appropriation  were  understated  and  that  a  further  appro¬ 
priation  of  $3,065,000  is  required. 
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Department  of  the  Navy 

MILITARY  PERSONNEL,  NAVY 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Military  personnel,  Navy”, 
$36,735,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  provide  additional 
funds  to  cover  the  cost  of  (1)  the  higher  active  duty  strength  required 
by  the  Navy  in  support  of  the  Lebanon  and  Taiwan  crises,  (2)  increase 
in  the  commuted  ration  rate  and  subsistence  costs,  (3)  travel  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  amount  estimated  in  the  1959  budget,  and  (4)  additional 
costs  generated  by  the  social  security  amendments  of  1958. 

On  December  31,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  esti¬ 
mate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

AIRCRAFT  AND  FACILITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Aircraft  and  facilities”,  $20,000,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $13,751,000  for 
certain  unbudgeted  costs  of  air  operations  and  maintenance  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  crises  in  Lebanon  and  Taiwan,  and  increased  re¬ 
imbursements  to  the  Military  Air  Transportation  Service  for  airlift  in 
connection  with  scientific  operations  in  Antarctica.  The  balance  of 
$6,249,000  is  to  cover  the  cost  of  pay  increases  for  classified  employees 
under  Public  Law  85-462. 

SHIPS  AND  FACILITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Ships  and  facilities”,  $20,000,000. 

This  pi'oposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $12,597,000 
for  certain  unbudgeted  costs  of  fleet  operations  and  maintenance  in 
connection  with  the  crises  in  Lebanon  and  Taiwan.  The  balance  of 
$7,403,000  is  to  cover  the  cost  of  pay  increases  for  classified  employees 
under  Public  Law  85-462. 

ORDNANCE  AND  FACILITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Ordnance  and  facilities”, 
$4,246,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $1,300,000  for 
certain  unbudgeted  costs  of  overtime  and  transportation  of  ordnance 
in  connection  with  the  crises  in  Lebanon  and  Taiwan. 

The  balance  of  $2,946,000  is  to  cover  the  cost  of  pay  increases  for 
classified  employees  under  Public  Law  85-462.  This  appropriation 
was  apportioned,  pursuant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended  (31  U.S.C.  665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for 
a  supplemental  estimate  for  this  purpose.  This  action  was  reported 
to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on 
October  30,  1958. 

MEDICAL  CARE 

For  an  additional  amount,  fiscal  year  1958,  for  “Medical  care”, 
$9,050,000. 

Additional  funds  are  required  to  supplement  the  1958  appropria¬ 
tion  to  cover  a  deficiency  resulting  from  increased  patient  loads  and 
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higher  rates  for  hospital  care  furnished  Navy  and  Marine  Corps  per¬ 
sonnel  and  their  dependents  in  other  than  Navy  facilities. 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Medical  care”,  $8,100,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $214,000  to 
cover  the  cost  of  pay  increases  granted  to  classified  employees  under 
Public  Law  85-462,  and  $7,886,000  for  the  emergency  issue  of  medical 
supplies  and  equipment  as  a  result  of  the  Lebanon  and  Taiwan  crises, 
increased  costs  of  care  of  dependents  in  civilian  hospitals,  and  increased 
costs  of  care  of  Navy  beneficiaries  in  other  Federal  hospitals. 

On  December  31,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  esti¬ 
mate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

CIVIL  ENGINEERING 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Civil  engineering”,  $3,732,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $380,000  for 
unbudgeted  costs  of  construction  battalion  operations  in  connection 
with  the  crises  in  Lebanon  and  Taiwan,  and  procurement  of  equipment 
to  construct  an  urgently  needed  hangar  at  McMurdo  Sound  in  the 
Antarctic. 

The  balance  of  $3,352,000  is  to  cover  the  cost  of  pay  increases  for 
classified  employees  under  Public  Law  85-462.  This  appropriation 
was  apportioned,  pursuant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended  (31  U.S.C.  665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a 
supplemental  estimate  for  this  purpose.  This  action  was  reported  to 
the  Congress  by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  October 
30,  1958. 

SERVICEWIDE  SUPPLY  AND  FINANCE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Servicewide  supply  and.  finance”, 
$16,313,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropration  includes  $2,163,000  for 
certain  unbudgeted  costs  in  connection  with  the  crises  in  Lebanon  and 
Taiwan,  such  as  overtime  and  transportation. 

The  balance  of  $14,150,000  is  to  cover  the  cost  of  pay  increases  for 
classified  employees  under  Public  Law  85-462.  This  appropriation 
was  apportioned,  pursuant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended  (31  U.S.C.  665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a 
supplemental  estimate  for  this  purpose.  This  action  was  reported  to 
the  Congress  by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  October 
30,  1958. 

SERVICEWIDE  OPERATIONS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Servicewide  operations”, 
$5,726,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $400,000  for 
certain  unbudgeted  communication  costs  in  connection-  with  the  crises 
in  Lebanon  and  Taiwan. 

The  balance  of  $5,326,000  is  to  cover  the  cost  of  pay  increases  for 
classified  employees  under  Public  Law  85-462.  This  appropriation 
was  apportioned,  pursuant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended  (31  U.S.C.  665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for 
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a  supplemental  estimate  for  this  purpose.  This  action  was  reported 
to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on 
October  30,  1958. 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

MILITARY  PERSONNEL 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Military  personnel”,  $27,828,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  provide  additional 
funds  to  cover  the  cost  of  (1)  the  higher  active  duty  strength  required 
by  the  Air  Force  in  support  of  the  Lebanon  and  Taiwan  crises,  (2) 
increase  in  the  commuted  ration  rate  and  subsistence  costs,  (3)  in¬ 
creased  costs  resulting  from  higher  dependency  factors  and  increased 
years  of  service  by  grade  and  (4)  additional  costs  generated  by  the 
social  security  amendments  of  1958. 

On  December  31,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  esti-  ( 
mate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

General  Provision 

Sec.  — .  Section  615  of  the  Department  of  Defense  Appropriation 
Act,  1959,  is  amended,  effective  January  3,  1959,  by  adding  the  words 
“ or  in  Alaska”  after  the  words  “outside  the  United  States”. 

This  proposed  provision  is  the  result  of  Alaska  becoming  a  State. 

It  is  needed  to  allow  continued  payment  of  flight  pay  to  certain  per¬ 
sonnel  assigned  to  duty  in  Alaska. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— CIVIL  FUNCTIONS 
Department  of  the  Army 

CE  METE  RIAL  EXPENSES 

Salaries  and  Expenses 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $535,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $135,000  for 
cost  of  pay  increases  of  military  and  classified  personnel  authorized  | 
in  Public  Laws  85-422  and  85-462,  $300,000  for  wage-board  pay  in¬ 
creases  granted  ungraded  personnel,  and  $100,000  to  cover  the  addi¬ 
tional  headstone  procurement  occasioned  by  Public  Law  85-644  and  by 
higher  than  anticipated  headstone  applications  carried  over  from  1958. 

On  January  6,  1959,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned,  pursuant 
to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes  as  amended  (31  U.S.C.  665), 
on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  estimate 
for  these  increased  pay  costs.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

RIVERS  AND  HARBORS  AND  FLOOD  CONTROL 

Construction,  General 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction,  general”,  $5,000,000, 
to  remain  available  until  expended. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  cover  remaining 
payments  to  the  Standing  Rock,  Crow  Creek,  and  Lower  Brule  Sioux 
Indian  Tribes  for  the  taking  of  lands  required  for  the  Oahe  and  Fort 
Randall  reservoir  projects  in  South  Dakota. 
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ADMINISTRATION,  RYUKYU  ISLANDS 

Construction  of  Power  Systems,  Ryukyu  Islands 

For  necessary  expenses  of  construction,  installation,  and  equipment 
of  electric  power  systems  in  the  Ryukyu  Islands,  which  shall  be  operated 
by  the  Ryukyu  Electric  Power  Corporation,  an  instrumentality  of  the 
United  States  Civil  Administration  of  the  Ryukyu  Islands;  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  ( 5  U.S.C.  55a); 
and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  and  aircraft;  $ 10,000,000 ,  to 
remain  available  until  expended,  without  regard  to  sections  355  and 
3734  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  section  4774- 

This  proposed  appropriation  is  to  construct  an  additional  electric 
power  generating  plant  on  the  island  of  Okinawa,  to  meet  increased 
power  requirements  of  United  States  military  forces  and  the  civilian 
population.  This  item,  first  submitted  in  the  1959  budget,  had  been 
deferred  pending  a  study  of  need  by  the  House  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee.  That  study  has  now  been  completed. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Food  and  Drug  Administration 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $1,150,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $378,000  for 
activities  made  necessary  by  the  enactment  of  Public  Law  85-929, 
approved  September  6,  i958,  which  amends  the  Federal  Food,  Drug 
and  Cosmetic  Act  to  prohibit  the  use  in  foods  of  additives  which  have 
not  been  adequately  tested  to  establish  their  safety.  The  remaining 
$772,000  is  for  increased  pay  costs  authorized  under  Public  Law 
85-462. 

On  October  7,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned,  pursuant 
to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C.  665), 
on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  estimate. 
This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  theJBudget  on  that  date. 

Office  of  Education 

DEFENSE  EDUCATIONAL  ACTIVITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Defense  educational  activities”, 
$75,300,000,  of  which  $25,000,000  shall  be  for  capital  contributions  to 
student  loan  funds  for  which  applications  have  been  filed  on  or  before 
January  6,  1959,  and  for  loans  for  non- Federal  capital  contributions 
to  student  loan  funds;  $37 ,000,000  shall  be  for  grants  to  Slates  and  loans 
to  nonprofit  private  schools  for  science,  mathematics,  and  modern  language 
teaching  facilities;  and  $2,000,000  shall  be  for  grants  to  States  for  testing, 
guidance,  and  counseling. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  needed  as  early  as 
possible  to  provide  additional  funds  for  grants,  loans,  and  payments 
under  programs  authorized  by  the  National  Defense  Education  Act 
of  1958,  approved  September  2,  1958.  A  supplemental  appropriation 
of  $40,000,000,  made  available  for  1959  as  an  interim  appropriation  to 
initiate  these  programs,  is  not  sufficient  to  meet  expected  requirements. 
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SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $1,067,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $550,000  for 
personnel  and  related  administrative  expenses  in  connection  with  the 
operation  of  the  National  Defense  Education  Act  of  1958.  Additional 
funds  are  needed  as  early  as  possible  for  this  purpose,  since  the  1959 
appropriation  of  $750,000  was  only  an  interim  appropriation  to  begin 
administration  of  the  defense  educational  programs. 

The  balance  of  $517,000  is  to  cover  the  cost  of  pay  increases  under 
Public  Law  85-462.  This  appropriation  was  apportioned,  pursuant 
to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C.  665), 
on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  estimate 
for  this  purpose.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  October  30,  1958. 

Public  Health  Service 

ASSISTANCE  TO  STATES,  GENERAL 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Assistance  to  States,  general”, 
$800,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $500,000  to 
provide  funds  for  the  first  year  of  a  2 -year  grant  program  to  alleviate 
financial  deficits  resulting  from  operating  costs  which  exceed  tuition 
payments  in  schools  of  public  health  as  authorized  by  Public  Law 
85-544,  approved  July  22,  1958. 

The  balance  of  $300,000  is  to  cover  the  cost  of  pay  increases  under 
Public  Law  85-462.  This  appropriation  was  apportioned,  pursuant 
to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C.  665), 
on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  estimate  for 
this  purpose.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  October  30,  1958. 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  INDIAN  HEALTH  FACILITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction  of  Indian  health 
facilities”,  $1,886,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

The  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  in  the  amount  of 
$1,886,000  is  for  the  construction  of  a  Public  Health  Service  Indian 
hospital  at  Sells,  Ariz.,  which  together  with  $244,000  currently  avail¬ 
able  will  provide  for  a  total  of  $2,130,000. 

Funds  in  the  amount  of  $1,110,000  have  heretofore  been  appropri¬ 
ated  for  this  project.  However,  inability  to  locate  an  adequate  supply 
of  water  and  a  general  underestimate  of  cost  in  connection  with  other 
projects  financed  by  this  appropriation  occasioned  deferment  of  the 
Sells  hospital.  Due  to  the  need  to  proceed  with  other  projects, 
$866,000  has  been  reprogramed  to  meet  such  costs.  Thus  the 
requested  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  reinstate  the  $866,000 
together  with  approximately  $1,020,000  required  to  cover  the  general 
underestimate  of  cost  for  the  Sells  project,  its  increased  construction 
costs,  and  the  unanticipated  cost  of  providing  an  adequate  water 
supply. 
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Social  Security  Administration 

LIMITATION  ON  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  BUREAU  OF  OLD-AGE  AND 
SURVIVORS  INSURANCE 

The  amount  authorized  by  the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  and  the  Supplemental  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act,  1&59,  to  be  available  for  necessary  expenses  of  the  Bureau  of 
Old-Age  and  Survivors  Insurance,  to  be  derived  from  the  Federal  old- 
age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund,  is  increased  from  “$139,181,- 
000”  to  “$173,532,000”. 

This  proposed  increase  in  limitation  includes  $11,295,000  to  cover 
the  cost  of  pay  increases  under  Public  Law  85-462  and  $23,106,000  for 
increased  workloads  resulting  from  the  1958  amendments  to  the 
Social  Security  Act  which  provide  for  increased  payments  to  benefi¬ 
ciaries  and  payment  of  benefits  to  dependents  of  disabled  workers. 
In  addition  the  amendments  revise  requirements  for  eligibility  to  dis¬ 
ability  benefits  and  also  to  certain  types  of  benefits  paid  to  dependents 
of  insured  workers.  These  provisions  require  conversion  of  12.8 
million  benefit  payments  to  the  new  rates  and  current  estimates  indi¬ 
cate  about  565,000  more  claims  applications  will  be  filed  in  1959  as  a 
result  of  the  changes. 

On  October  9,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned,  pursuant 
to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  LT.S.C.  665), 
on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  estimate. 
This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

LIMITATION  ON  CONSTRUCTION,  BUREAU  OF  OLD-AGE  AND  SURVIVORS 

INSURANCE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction,  Bureau  of  Old-Age 
and  Survivors  Insurance”  $1,210,000,  to  be  derived  from  the  Federal 
old-age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund,  which  together  with  sums 
heretofore  appropriated  under  said  head  shall  establish  a  limitation  of 
cost  of  $32,290,000:  Provided,  That  the  first  proviso  under  this  head  in 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Appropriation  Act, 

1958,  and  the  provisions  of  section  209  of  said  Act  shall  not  apply  to 
construction  authorized  under  the  foregoing  limitation. 

Because  of  major  amendments  to  the  Social  Security  Act  since  1953 
when  space  requirements  were  formulated,  the  building  now  under 
construction  will  be  too  small  to  house  the  Bureau’s  Baltimore  oper¬ 
ations.  To  fully  realize  the  economies  expected  from  consolidating 
operations  within  one  location  it  is  essential  that  an  addition  to  the 
building  now  under  construction  be  built.  Since  construction  is  well 
under  way  on  the  central  office  building,  it  would  be  advantageous  to 
provide  the  additional  space  at  this  time. 

The  estimated  cost  of  the  new  addition  is  $4,670,000.  The  cost  of 
the  construction  now  under  way  is  estimated  to  be  $27,620,000.  The 
total  of  these  two  is  $32,290,000,  an  increase  in  the  existing  limitation 
of  $1,210,000. 

GRANTS  TO  STATES  FOR  PUBLIC  ASSISTANCE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  "Grants  to  States  for  public  assist¬ 
ance”,  $168,400,000. 

For  the  fiscal  year  1959  the  Congress  appropriated  $1,806,400,000 
for  grants  to  States  for  old-age  assistance,  aid  to  dependent  children, 
aid  to  the  blind,  and  aid  to  the  permanently  and  totally  disabled 
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under  titles  I,  IV,  X,  and  XIV,  respectively,  of  the  Social  Security 
Act.  It  is  estimated  that  a  supplemental  appropriation  of  $16S,- 
400,000  will  be  needed  because  of  legislation  (Public  Law  85-840) 
raising  the  Federal  share  of  assistance  payments  made  by  the  States. 
In  addition,  current  program  trends  indicate  an  increase  in  the  num¬ 
ber  of  recipients  of  aid  to  dependent  children  in  excess  of  that  antici¬ 
pated  when  the  regular  appropriation  was  made. 

On  September  8,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  apportioned,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  esti¬ 
mate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

GRANTS  TO  STATES  FOR  MATERNAL  AND  CHILD  WELFARE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Grants  to  States  for  maternal  and 
child  welfare”,  $1,500,000,  to  remain  available  until  June  SO,  1960: 
Provided,  That  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the 
amount  available  for  services  for  crippled  children  is  increased  from 
“< $15,000,000”  to  “$16,500,000”:  Provided  further,  That  the  foregoing 
amount  shall  be  available  to  and  expended  by  the  States  only  for  the 
purpose  of  providing  necessary  services  to  children  with  congenital 
heart  disease:  Provided  further,  That  the  allotments  made  to  the  States 
out  of  such  $1,500,000,  shall  otherwise  be  deemed  a  part  of  their  allot¬ 
ments  under  title  U,  part  2,  section  512  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as 
amended  ( 4 2  U.S.C.,  ch.  7,  subch.  U). 

Recent  advances  in  medical  techniques,  particularly  open-heart 
surgery,  have  made  it  possible  to  save  the  lives  of  many  children  with 
congenital  heart  disease  hitherto  considered  incurable.  The  rela¬ 
tively  high  cost  of  such  treatment  and  the  increased  number  of  chil¬ 
dren  whose  lives  could  be  saved  by  this  procedure  have  caused  a 
serious  backlog.  This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to 
provide  emergency  funds  exclusively  for  the  prompt  treatment  of 
these  children.  In  order  to  provide  for  the  most  effective  use  of 
these  funds,  it  is  proposed  that  this  appropriation  remain  available 
until  June  30,  1960.  Such  medical  aid  is  normally  provided  by  the 
States  and  local  communities  and  it  is  expected  that  in  the  future  the 
States  will  finance  this  program  within  their  regular  crippled  children’s 
program. 

The  proposed  language  would  permit  State  funds  otherwise  avail¬ 
able  for  matching  within  the  definition  of  State  crippled  children’s 
plans  to  be  used  to  match  Federal  funds  made  available  by  this 
supplemental  appropriation. 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  OFFICE  OF  FIELD  ADMINISTRATION 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of 
Field  Administration”,  $199,000,  together  with  an  additional 
amount  of  not  to  exceed  $161,000  to  be  transferred  from  the  Federal 
old-age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $262,000  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  civilian  pay  increases  under  Public  Law  85-462,  and  $98,000 
for  regional  office  employees  needed  to  perform  personnel,  payrolling, 
and  voucher  services  for  the  Bureau  of  Old-Age  and  Survivors  Insur¬ 
ance  as  a  result  of  added  workload  from  1958  apiendments  to  the 
Social  Security  Act. 


PROPOSED  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1959 


31 


Oil  October  9,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned,  pursuant 
to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C.  665), 
on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  estimate. 
This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  OFFICE  OF  THE  GENERAL  COUNSEL 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel”,  $57,000,  together  with  an  additional  amount  of 
not  to  exceed  $2,000  to  be  transferred  from  the  appropriation 
“Salaries  and  expenses,  certification  and  inspection  services”,  and 
an  additional  amount  of  not  to  exceed  $53,000  to  be  transferred  from 
the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $16,000  for 
additional  services  of  the  general  counsel  necessitated  by  the  Food 
Additives  Amendment  of  1958,  the  amount  of  $16,000  required  to 
meet  the  additional  workload  resulting  from  the  Social  Security  Act 
Amendments  of  1958,  and  $80,000  for  the  cost  of  pay  increases  under 
Public  Law  85-462. 

On  October  9,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned,  pursuant 
to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C.  665), 
on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  estimate. 
This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

WHITE  HOUSE  COUNCIL  ON  AGING 

For  an  additional  amount  for  the  “White  House  Council  on 
Aging”,  $846,000,  of  which  $810,000  shall  be  available  for  grants  to 
States  and  shall  remain  available  until  January  81,  1961. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  provide  grants  to 
the  States  to  assist  in  preparing  for  and  attending  the  White  House 
conference.  In  addition,  $36,000  is  needed  to  increase  Federal 
technical  assistance  to  the  States  and  for  work  preliminary  to  the 
conference. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 

MANAGEMENT  OF  LANDS  AND  RESOURCES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Management  of  lands  and  re¬ 
sources”,  $3,814,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $2,500,000  to 
cover  the  unusually  high  fire  suppression  costs  incurred  during  the 
summer  of  1958  and  to  meet  anticipated  needs  for  the  remainder  of 
the  current  fiscal  year.  In  addition,  $1,314,000  is  required  to  meet 
increased  pay  costs  under  Public  Law  85-462. 

On  December  29,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned, 
pursuant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31 
U.S.C.  665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental 
estimate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 
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Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

ROAD  CONSTRUCTION  AND  MAINTENANCE  (LIQUIDATION  OF  CONTRACT 

AUTHORIZATION) 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Road  construction  and  mainte¬ 
nance  (liquidation  of  contract  authorization)”,  for  liquidation  of 
obligations  incurred  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  August  23,  1958  {72  Stat. 

834),  $1,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  liquidate  contract 
earnings  for  improvements  of  roads  on  the  Navajo  and  Hopi  Indian 
Reservations  authorized  by  the  act  of  August  23,  1958. 

PAYMENT  TO  STANDING  ROCK  SIOUX  TRIBE  OF  INDIANS 

For  deposit  in  the  United  States  Treasury  to  the  credit  of  the  Standing 
Rock  Sioux  Tribe  of  Indians  for  rehabilitation  and  relocation,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  5  of  the  Act  of  September  2, 

1958  {72  Stat.  1768),  $6,960,000. 

This  proposed  appropriation  is  to  implement  the  program  of  re¬ 
habilitation  of  the  Standing  Rock  Sioux  Tribe  authorized  by  the  act 
of  September  2,  1958.  Tribal  lands  have  been  taken  by  the  United 
States  in  connection  with  construction  of  the  Oahe  Dam  and  the 
first  group  of  Indians  are  to  be  relocated  by  April  1959. 

Bureau  of  Reclamation 

LOAN  PROGRAM 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Loan  program”,  $4,860,000,  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  expended. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  provide  funds  to 
cover  small  reclamation  project  loan  applications  from  the  Goleta 
County  Water  District  in  California  and  the  Roosevelt  Water  Con¬ 
servation  District  in  Arizona,  for  $2,080,000  and  $2,780,000,  respec¬ 
tively.  These  loan  applications  have  been  before  the  Congress  the 
required  60  days  without  adverse  action  and  are  now  eligible  for 
funding. 

National  Park  Service 

MANAGEMENT  AND  PROTECTION 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Management  and  protection”, 
$1,388,500. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $200,000  to 
cover  fire  suppression  costs  incurred  this  fiscal  year. 

The  balance  of  $1,188,500  is  to  cover  the  cost  of  pay  increases  under 
Public  Laws  85-462  and  85-584.  This  appropriation  was  reappor¬ 
tioned,  pursuant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended 
(31  U.S.C.  665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supple¬ 
mental  estimate  for  this  purpose.  This  action  was  reported  to  the 
Congress  by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  October 
30,  1958. 
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Virgin  Islands  Corporation 

REVOLVING  FUND 

For  an  additional  amount  for  the  revolving  fund  established  under  this 
head  in  the  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  for  advances  to  the 
Virgin  Islands  Corporation,  as  authorized  by  law  (63  Stat.  350;  72 
Slat.  1760),  $650,000. 

The  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  permit  expansion  of 
the  power  generating  facilities  on  St.  Thomas,  Virgin  Islands,  to  meet 
increased  power  requirements.  Studies  have  shown  that  the  most 
economical  means  of  providing  the  increased  capacity  is  to  install  a 
steam  turbine  unit  in  the  proposed  salt  water  distillation  plant.  Com¬ 
bination  of  the  water  and  power  facilities  will  result  in  significant 
economies  in  both  products. 

LOANS  TO  OPERATING  FUND 

The  Virgin  Islands  Corporation  may  borrow  not  to  exceed  $850,000 
from  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  for  the  construction  of  salt  water 
distillation  facilities  in  Saint  Thomas,  Virgin  Islands,  as  authorized 
by  section  3  of  the  Act  of  September  2,  1958  (72  Stat.  1760). 

This  proposed  supplemental  authorization  is  to  permit  initiation 
of  construction  of  salt  water  distillation  facilities  which  will  provide 
an  adequate  and  dependable  potable  water  supply  for  St.  Thomas, 
Virgin  Islands. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Legal  Activities  and  General  Administration 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  GENERAL  LEGAL  ACTIVITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses,  general 
legal  activities,”  $988,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $60,000  to  cover 
the  cost  of  general  expenses  connected  with  an  increase  in  the  volume 
of  tax  litigation. 

The  balance  of  $928,000  is  to  cover  the  cost  of  pay  increases  under 
Public  Law  85-462.  This  appropriation  was  apportioned,  pursuant 
to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C.  665), 
on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  estimate 
for  this  purpose.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  October  30,  1958. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  UNITED  STATES  ATTORNEYS  AND  MARSHALS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses,  United 
States  attorneys  and  marshals”,  $2,542,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $1,642,000  to 
cover  costs  of  pay  increases  authorized  under  Public  Law  85-462. 
The  balance  of  $900,000  is  for  operations  of  United  States  marshals  in 
meeting  extraordinary  situations  arising  in  certain  districts  as  a  result 
of  the  Supreme  Court  decision  on  school  integration. 

On  December  31,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  esti¬ 
mate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 
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PEES  AND  EXPENSES  OP  WITNESSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Fees  and  expenses  of  witnesses”, 
$100,000;  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of 
Justice  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  compensa¬ 
tion  and  expenses  of  witnesses  or  informants,  is  increased  from 
“$225,000”  to  “$825,000”. 

Obligations  during  the  first  half  of  the  year,  together  with  the  current 
level  of  criminal  and  civil  litigation  and  tax  cases,  indicate  that  addi¬ 
tional  funds  and  an  increased  limitation  will  be  required  for  the  com¬ 
pensation  of  expert  witnesses  and  informants. 

Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $9,611,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $9,436,000  to 
cover  the  cost  of  pay  increases  under  Public  Law  85-462,  and  $475,000 
for  the  cost  of  increases  in  postage  rates  under  Public  Law  85-426. 

On  September  10,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  esti¬ 
mate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

Federal  Prison  System 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  BUREAU  OF  PRISONS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of 
Prisons”,  $2,999,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $2,447,000  to 
cover  the  cost  of  pay  increases  under  Public  Laws  85-422  and  85-462, 
$194,000  for  an  increase  in  the  estimate  of  average  prison  population 
from  21,300  to  22,000  (actual  population  on  December  18,  1958  was 
21,995),  and  $358,000  to  replace  depleted  inventories. 

On  December  31,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  esti¬ 
mate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

SUPPORT  OF  UNITED  STATES  PRISONERS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Support  of  United  States  prison¬ 
ers”,  $500,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  provide  additional 
funds  to  pay  the  costs  of  maintaining  Federal  prisoners  in  non-Federal 
institutions.  Both  the  number  of  prisoners  and  costs  are  rising. 

On  December  31,  195S,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  esti¬ 
mate.  This  action  was  reported- to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 
Bureau  of  Labor  Standards 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  including 
necessary  expenses  for  the  performance  of  safety  functions  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  under  the  Longshoremen’s  and  Harbor  Workers’  Compensation 
Act,  as  amended  ( 72  Stat.  835);  and  for  the  performance  of  functions 
vested  in  the  Secretary  by  sections  8(b)  and  (c)  of  the  Welfare  and  Pen¬ 
sion  Plans  Disclosure  Act  (72  Stat.  997);  $774,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $240,000  for 
safety  activities  under  the  1958  amendments  to  the  Longshoremen’s 
and  Harbor  Workers’  Compensation  Act,  $450,000  for  administration 
of  the  Welfare  and  Pension  Plans  Disclosure  Act,  and  $84,000  for 
payment  of  increased  pay  costs  pursuant  to  Public  Law  85-462. 

On  November  26,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned, 
pursuant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31 
U.S.C.  665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental 
estimate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

Bureau  of  Employment  Security 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $630,500. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $53,500  to  ad¬ 
minister  the  permanent  program  of  unemployment  compensation  for 
ex-servicemen  enacted  August  28,  1958.  Benefits  under  this  program 
began  on  October  28,  1958,  and  are  being  paid  through  State  employ¬ 
ment  security  offices  which  act  as  agents  of  the  Federal  Government 
under  agreements  entered  into  with  the  Secretary  of  Labor.  The 
Department  of  Labor  supervises  the  program  and  renders  assistance 
and  advice  to  the  States.  The  balance  of  $577,000  is  to  cover  in¬ 
creased  pay  costs  pursuant  to  Public  Law  85-462. 

On  December  30,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  est¬ 
imate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

UNEMPLOYMENT  COMPENSATION  FOR  VETERANS  AND  FEDERAL 

EMPLOYEES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Unemployment  compensation  for 
veterans  and  Federal  employees”,  $41,200,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  provide  funds  to 
pay  unemployment  compensation  to  ex-servicemen  for  the  full  year. 
Public  Law  85-848,  approved  August  28,  1958,  provides  unemploy¬ 
ment  compensation  benefits  for  ex-servicemen  similar  to  those  being 
paid  former  Federal  Government  employees.  In  order  to  provide 
interim  financing  of  these  additional  benefit  costs,  the  Congress  in 
the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  provided  for  the 
merger  of  the  appropriations,  "Unemployment  compensation  for  vet¬ 
erans”  and  “LTnemployment  compensation  for  Federal  employees.” 
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On  September  8,  1958,  this  merged  appropriation  was  apportioned, 
pursuant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31 
U.S.C.  665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental 
estimate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

POST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENT 
Payment  for  Public  Services 

For  payment  into  the  postal  revenues  for  public  services,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  section  104  of  the  Postal  Policy  Act  of  1958  {72  Slat. 

136,  137),  $171,259,000. 

This  proposed  appropriation  is  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of 
the  Post  Office  Department  for  losses  resulting  from  the  transmission 
of  matter  in  the  mails  free  of  postage  or  at  reduced  rates  and  for  the 
losses  incurred  in  performing  certain  nonpostal  and  special  services, 
such  as  custodial  and  related  services  in  public  buildings,  and  registry, 
collect-on-delivery,  and  special  delivery  services.  ^ 

(Out  of  postal  fund) 

Transportation 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Transportation”,  $41,000,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  provide  for  the 
payment  of  the  increased  rail  costs  approved  by  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission’s  orders  of  December  30,  1957,  and  June  23,  1958. 

On  August  25,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned,  pursuant 
to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C.  665), 
on  a  basis  which  indicates  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  estimate. 
This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
Administration  of  Foreign  Affairs 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $6,875,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $438,000  forfl 
additional  communications  expense  resulting  from  increased  costsN 
and  intensified  diplomatic  activity;  $141,000  for  strengthening  the 
Department’s  ability  to  cope  with  world  Communist  political  and 
economic  activities;  and  $281,100  for  other  needs  which  have  arisen 
in  the  conduct  of  diplomatic  relations  and  consular  services,  chiefly 
the  establishment  of  an  Embassy  in  Guinea,  which  recently  received 
its  independence. 

The  balance  of  $6,014,900  is  for  increases  in  pay  under  Public  Law 
85-462.  This  appropriation  was  apportioned,  pursuant  to  section 
3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C.  665),  on  a  basis 
which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  estimate  for  this  pur¬ 
pose.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  October  30,  1958. 
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EMERGENCIES  IN  THE  DIPLOMATIC  AND  CONSULAR  SERVICE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Emergencies  in  the  diplomatic  and 
consular  service”,  $995,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  meet  expenses  relating 
to  the  evacuation  of  Government  employees,  their  dependents,  and 
other  American  citizens  from  certain  areas  of  the  Middle  East. 

On  September  16,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  apportioned,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  esti¬ 
mate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

International  Organizations  and  Conferences 

CONTRIBUTIONS  TO  INTERNATIONAL  ORGANIZATIONS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Contributions  to  international 
organizations”,  $4,943,146. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  meet  in  this  fiscal 
year  the  assessed  portion  of  the  United  Nations  Emergency  Force 
(UNEF)  budget  authorized  for  calendar  year  1959  by  the  last  United 
Nations  General  Assembly.  In  addition,  special  assistance  of 
$3,500,000  is  currently  planned  from  1960  mutual  security  appropria¬ 
tions,  because  assessments  of  member  states  will  not  cover  all  UNEF 
requirements.  The  United  Kingdom,  Japan,  and  Iceland  have  also 
pledged  special  assistance  in  addition  to  their  assessments. 

INTERNATIONAL  CONTINGENCIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “International  contingencies”, 

$1,200,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  finance  participa¬ 
tion  in  a  number  of  international  conferences  and  meetings  which  are 
expected  to  occur  during  the  remainder  of  the  current  fiscal  year  and 
for  which  funds  are  not  available.  Most  of  these  conferences  and 
meetings  could  not  be  anticipated  when  the  original  estimates  for  the 
current  year  were  prepared. 

International  Commissions 

INTERNATIONAL  BOUNDARY  AND  WATER  COMMISSION,  UNITED 
STATES  AND  MEXICO 

Operation  and  maintenance 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operation  and  maintenance”, 
$991,500. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $38,400  for 
wage-board  pay  increases  granted  during  the  year,  $41,500  for  pay 
increases  pursuant  to  Public  Law  85-462,  and  $911,600  for  emergency 
repair  of  flood  damages  caused  by  record  floods  on  the  Rio  Grande 
during  October  and  November  of  1958.  The  funds  for  flood  repair 
are  requested  for  obligations  in  excess  of  funds  available  in  the  Rio 
Grande  emergency  flood  protection  appropriation  and  will  replace 
amounts  currently  being  used  out  of  the  operation  and  maintenance 
and  construction  appropriations  for  this  purpose. 

On  December  23,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned, 
pursuant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31 
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U.S.C.  665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental 
estimate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

Other 

PAYMENT  TO  THE  PHILIPPINE  GOVERNMENT 

For  payment  to  the  Government  of  the  Philippines  as  authorized 
by  the  Act  of  June  19,  1934-  (48  Stat.1115),  $23,862,751,  to  be  derived 
from  receipts  under  section  7  of  the  Gold  Reserve  Act  of  1934  (51  U.S.C. 

408b). 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  an  equitable  final  settlement  to  the  Philippine  Government 
for  changes  in  the  gold  value  of  their  reserves  held  in  the  United  States 
that  were  caused  by  the  devaluation  of  the  United  States  dollar  in  1934. 
The  appropriation  would  be  derived  from  receipts  related  to  the  de¬ 
valuation  of  the  dollar  already  set  aside  in  the  Treasury. 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 
Bureau  of  Accounts 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $337,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $192,600  to 
cover  the  cost  of  pay  increases  authorized  under  Public  Law  85-462, 
$90,000  for  postal  rate  increases  under  Public  Law  85-426  on  mail¬ 
ings  of  processed  depositary  receipts,  and  $54,400  for  reimbursing  the 
Federal  Reserve  banks  for  processing  426,000  more  depositary  receipts 
than  were  contemplated  when  the  budget  was  transmitted  to  the 
Congress. 

On  August  17,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned,  pursuant 
to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C.  665), 
on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  estimate. 
This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  DIVISION  OF  DISBURSEMENT 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Division 
of  Disbursement”,  $3,975,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $2,260,800  to 
meet  the  cost  of  postal  rate  increases  under  Public  Law  85-426  and 
$792,835  for  pay  increases  authorized  under  Public  Law  85-462. 
The  balance  of  $921,365  is  for  punch  card  and  addressograph  plate 
changes  caused  by  the  Social  Security  Act  amendments  of  1958 
and  increases  in  the  estimated  volume  of  Social  Security  and  tax 
refund  checks  to  be  issued. 

On  November  3,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned, 
pursuant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31 
U.S.C.  665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental 
estimate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 
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Bureau  of  Customs 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $4,491,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $37,000  to 
meet  costs  of  postal  rate  increases  under  Public  Law  85-426,  $199,000 
for  wage-board  pay  increases  effective  since  the  submission  of  the 
1959  budget,  and  $4,255,000  for  pay  increases  authorized  under 
Public  Law  85-462. 

On  December  30,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned, 
pursuant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31 
U.S.C.  665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental 
estimate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

Internal  Revenue  Service 
SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $30,600,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $548,120  to 
cover  the  cost  of  postal  rate  increases  under  Public  Law  85-426  and 
$30,051,880  for  pay  increases  authorized  under  Public  Law  85-462. 

On  August  17,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  esti¬ 
mate.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

United  States  Secret  Service 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  WHITE  HOUSE  POLICE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses,  White 
House  Police”,  including  expenses  necessary  for  performing  such  pro - 
tective  duties  in  the  White  House  areas  of  the  Executive  Office  Building 
as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe,  $130,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $16,000  to  pro¬ 
vide  funds  to  initiate  protection  of  the  White  House  offices  in  the 
Executive  Office  Building. 

The  balance  of  $114,000  is  to  cover  increased  pay  costs  authorized 
under  Public  Law  85-584.  This  appropriation  was  reapportioned, 
pursuant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31 
U.S.C.  665),  on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental 
estimate  for  this  purpose.  This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress 
by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  October  30,  1958. 

Bureau  of  the  Mint 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Not  to  exceed  $500  of  the  appropriation  granted  under  this  head  for 
the  fiscal  year  1959  shall  be  available  for  the  purposes  of  the  Act  of 
February  28,  1929  (45  Stat.  1409),  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  Septem¬ 
ber  2,  1958  (Public  Law  85-879 ),  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  strike  and  present  a  gold  medal  in  honor  of  Roger  P.  Ames. 

This  proposed  provision  is  to  authorize  the  use  of  available  funds  to 
strike  a  medal  in  honor  of  Roger  P.  Ames  pursuant  to  Public  Law 
85-879. 
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Coast  Guard 

OPERATING  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operating  expenses”,  $7,831,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $6,100,000  to 
cover  the  costs  of  military  pay  increases  under  Public  Law  85-422, 
$1,100,000  for  civilian  pay  increases  under  Public  Law  85-462, 
$400,000  for  settlement  of  claims  against  the  United  States  for  damages 
sustained  from  an  explosion  at  South  Amboy,  N.J.,  in  1950,  and 
$231,000  for  a  revision  of  the  cost-of-living  allowances  for  military 
personnel  stationed  in  Hawaii  and  Alaska. 

On  August  17,  1958,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned,  pursuant 
to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C.  665), 
on  a  basis  which  indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  estimate. 
This  action  was  reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  on  that  date. 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 
Federal  Funds 

FEDERAL  PAYMENT  TO  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Federal  payment  to  District  of 
Columbia”  (to  be  paid  to  the  general  fund  of  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropri¬ 
ated),  $9,000,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  partially  pay  the 
cost  for  fiscal  year  1959  of  salary  increases  for  District  employees. 
The  act  of  June  6,  1958  (Public  Law  85-451),  increased  the  authorized 
Federal  payment  to  the  general  fund  from  $23,000,000  to  $32,000,000. 
This  request,  together  with  the  presently  appropriated  amount  of 
$20,000,000,  will  result  in  a  total  of  $29,000,000  for  1959. 

District  of  Columbia  Funds 

OPERATING  EXPENSES 

Department  of  General  Administration 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  General  Admin¬ 
istration”,  $550,000,  of  which  $7,810  shall  be  payable  from  the 
highway  fund  and  $2,000  from  the  water  fund. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  provide  the  amount 
of  $373,000  for  salary  increases,  $1,000  for  wage-board  pay  increases, 
and  $176,000  for  increased  cost  of  postage,  unemployment  compensa¬ 
tion,  and  administering  workmen’s  compensation. 

Department  of  Occupations  and  Professions 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  Occupations  and 
Professions”,  $26,200. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  provide  the  amount 
of  $23,000  for  salary  increases,  $100  for  wage-board  pay  increases, 
and  $3,100  for  increased  cost  of  postage  and  preparation  and  grading 
certified  public  accounting  examinations. 
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Public  Schools 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Public  schools”,  $4,295,668,  of 
which  $75,000  shall  be  available  for  the  development  cf  vocational 
education. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  provide  the  amount 
of  $3,813,668  for  salary  increases,  $411,000  for  pay  wage-board 
increases,  and  $71,000  for  substitute  teachers  and  stores-clerks  and  to 
provide  lunches  for  needy  children  in  junior  and  senior  high  schools. 

Public  Library 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Public  Library”,  $190,300. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  provide  the  amount 
$153,000  for  salary  increases,  $22,300  for  wage-board  pay  increases, 
and  $15,000  for  reallocations. 

Metropolitan  Police 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Metropolitan  Police”,  $2,616,800, 
of  which  $258,900  shall  be  payable  from  the  highway  fund  and 
$15,400  from  the  motor  vehicle  parking  fund. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  provide  the  amount 
of  $2,217,000  for  salary  increases,  $15,800  for  wage-board  pay  in¬ 
creases,  and  $384,000  for  an  increase  in  the  number  of  pensioners. 

Fire  Department 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Fire  Department”,  $1,200,300. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  provide  the  amount 
of  $1,015,000  for  salary  increases,  $14,300  for  wage-board  pay  in¬ 
creases,  and  $171,000  for  an  increase  in  the  number  of  pensioners. 

Department  of  Corrections 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  Corrections”, 
$326,100. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  provide  the  amount 
of  $246,000  for  salary  increases,  $7,100  for  wage-board  pay  increases, 
$73,000  for  increased  number  and  costs  of  District  prisoners  in  Federal 
institutions. 

Department  of  Public  Welfare 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  Public  Welfare”, 
$897,200. 

This  proposed  supplemental  is  required  to  provide  the  amount  of 
$586,000  for  salary  increases,  $103,200  for  wage-board  pay  increases, 
and  $208,000  for  increased  number  of  cases  in  board  and  care  of 
children,  care  of  unmarried  mothers,  National  Training  School  for 
Boys,  public  assistance,  and  burial  of  indigent  residents. 

Miscellaneous 

SETTLEMENT  OF  CLAIMS  AND  SUITS 

For  the  payment  of  claims  in  excess  of  $250,  approved  by  the 
Commissioners  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
February  11,  1929,  as  amended  (45  Stat.  1160;  46  Stat.  500;  65 
Stat.  131),  $20,197. 
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JUDGMENTS 

For  the  payment  of  final  judgments  rendered  against  the  District 
of  Columbia,  as  set  forth  in  House  Document  Numbered  58  (Eighty- 
sixth  Congress),  $30,219,  together  with  such  further  sums  as  may  be 
necessary  to  pay  the  interest  at  not  exceeding  4  per  centum  per 
annum  on  such  judgments,  as  provided  by  law,  from  the  date  the 
same  became  due  until  the  date  of  payment. 


Amount  of 
judgment 

Costs 

Total 

$5,000 

$5,000 

15,000 

107 

Annie  F.  Campbell  v.  District  of  Columbia. 
The  Brookings  Institution _ _ _ 

15,000 

$107 

81 

81 

Dennett  v.  District  of  Columbia _ 

10,000 

31 

10,031 

Total . . . . 

30,000 

219 

30,219 

AUDITED  CLAIMS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  the  payment  of  claims,  certified  to 
be  due  by  the  accounting  officers  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  under 
appropriations  the  balances  of  which  have  been  exhausted  or 
credited  to  the  general  or  special  funds  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
as  provided  by  law  (D.C.  Code,  title  47,  sec.  130a),  being  for  the 
service  of  the  fiscal  year  1958  and  prior  fiscal  years,  as  set  forth  in 
House  Document  Numbered  58  (Eighty-sixth  Congress),  $147,484, 
together  with  such  further  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  the 
interest  on  audited  claims  for  refunds  at  not  exceeding  4  per  centum 
per  annum  as  provided  by  law  (Act  of  July  10,  1952,  66  Stat.  546, 
sec.  14d). 


Operating  expenses,  National  Guard,  1954 _  $213.  85 

Compensation  and  retirement  fund  expenses,  1957 _  52,  713.  75 

Operating  expenses,  Recreation  Department,  1958 _  163.  72 

Operating  expenses,  Courts,  1958 _  94,  391.  90 


Total -  147,  483.  22 


These  amounts  are  for  the  payment  of  claims  that  have  been 
settled  by  the  Office  of  the  Corporation  Counsel  and  approved  by 
the  Commissioners;  for  the  payment  of  costs  of  judgments  rendered 
against  the  District  of  Columbia;  and  for  the  payment  of  claims 
chargeable  against  appropriations  that  have  been  exhausted. 

Division  of  Expenses 

The  sums  appropriated  in  this  Act  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
shall,  unless  otherwise  specifically  provided  for,  be  paid  out  of  the 
general  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  defined  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  Appropriations  Acts  for  the  fiscal  years  involved. 
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18.  APPROPRIATIONS.  Received  from  the  President  supplemental  appropriation  esti¬ 
mates  for  the  fiscal  year  1959  (H.  Doc.  90) ;  to  Appropriations  Committee, 
p.  2856 

These  estimates  provide  for  Pay  Act  costs  for  appropriation  items  not 
covered  in  H.  Doc.  58  (See  Digest  No.  23) .  Estimates  included  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  provide  for  Pay  Act  costs  for  the  following  items,  to  be 
derived  by  transfer  from  the  1959  appropriation  for  "Conservation  reserve  pro¬ 
gram"  : 

Farmer  Cooperative  Service,  $42,000; 

Soil  Conservation  Service  (Conservation  operations) ,  $6,424,000; 

Foreign  Agricultural  Service,  $257,800; 

Commodity  Exchange  Authority,  $68,000; 

Rural  Electrification  Administration,  $613,000; 

Farmers  Home  Administration,  $2,210,500; 

Office  of  General  Counsel,  $267,500; 

Office  of  the  Secretary,  $207,505;  and 

Library,  $62,600. 

In  addition,  (a)  an  increase  of  $330,000  is  proposed  for  the  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation  Fund,  in  the  limitation  upon  the  amount  which  may  be  paid 
from  premium  income  for  administrative  and  operating  expanses,  and  (b)  general 
language  is  proposed  increasing  expenditure  and  transfer  limitations  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  necessary  to  meet  increased  pay  costs  (covering  a  $77,000  increase  for 
Agricultural  Research  Service,  "Diseases  of  Animals  and  Poultry,"  and  a  $111,926 
increase  for  Commodity  Stabilization  Service,  "Sugar  Act  Program")  . 


1 9>vJ?0STAL  SERVICE.  Passed  as  reported  H.  R.  2339,  to  revise,  codify,  and  enact 

rhto  law  title  39  of  the  United  States  Code  entitled  "The  Postal  Service."/^ 
p.  2&S7 

20.  ORANGES.  The^'SLqt  erst  ate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee  report  ed^wft^amendment 

S.  79,  to  amend  the  Federal  Food,  Drug  and  Cosmetic  Act  to  peifmit  the  temporary 
certification  of  CitTfcua-Red  No.  2  for  coloring  mature  orarfges  under  tolerances 
found  safe  by  HEW  (H.  Re>t.  88)  .  Later,  the  bill  wa^fe committed  at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  Rep.  Harris  to  hav^v^he  bill  correct ed.^pp\  2839^  ,  2857,  D121 

21.  FAR!:!  PROGRAM.  Rep.  Mathews  stated  that  farjndrs  do  not  get  a  fair  press,  that 

USDA  appropriations  are  wrongly  interppfctf^ed  as  farm  subsidies,  that  subsidies 
to  business  and  labor  are  not  emphas-lzed,  arwd  defended  the  price  support  pro¬ 
gram.  pp.  2845-8  s' 

Rep.  Hoffman,  Mich.,  praised  a  constituent  who7'"'®£posed  to  Federal  regula¬ 
tions  concerning  farm  prpduction,  is  selling  his  farm  and  going  to  Australia, 
pp.  2854-5  J' 

22.  FOREIGN  TRADE  ./-Rep .  Cooley  criticized  the  Administration  for  alleg&4restric- 

tions  on  t)>ebarter  program  under  Public  Lav;  480  as  Congress  planned  us.  and 
stated^fe-Kat  these  restrictions  hindered  our  effective  countering  of  the  Sc5vi<et 
ecojxfmic  offensive,  pp.  2848-9  \ 
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23.  WATER  PLANTS.  Received  from  Interior  a  report  "pertaining  to  the  constructioi 
and  operation  of  saline  water  demonstration  plants."  p.  2856 


24.  HOUSING.  The  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency  reported  on  Feb.  27  with  amend¬ 
ment  S'!  57,  "To  extend  and  amend  laws  relating  to  the  provision  and  improvement 


27, 


of  housing  and  the  renewal  of  urban  communites"  (H.  Rept.  86) 


pp, 


28256-7 


25.  BUDGET.  Re^,  Mack  stated  that  he  received,  numerous  letters  in  favor/of  "less 
extravagant  spending."  p.  2836 


26.  NATURAL  RESOURCES.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  reported  with 
amendment  H.  R„  1776  to  exempt  employees  of  the  National  Outdoor  Recreation 
Resources  Review  Commission  from  the  Classification  Act  of  1^9  (H.  Rept.  87)  . 
p.  2857 


IRRIGATION.  The  Irrigation  and  Reclamation  Subcommittee  df  the  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs  Committee  ordered  reported  to  the  full /committee  H.  R.  1306, 
to  amend  section  2  (b)  oX  the  Columbia  Basin  Project  Act  to  provide  water  for 
the  State  College  of  Washington,  and  H.  R,  4405,  to/authorize  studies  on  the 
feasibility  of  developing  the  water  resources  of  the  Salt  Fork  of  the  Red  Rive: 
in  Texas,  p.  D122 


PUBLICATIONS;  LIBRARIES.  H.  R.  5SL9,  relating  to'  the  distribution  of  Government 
publications  to  depository  libraries,  as  rapo/ted  by  the  House  Administration 
Committee  (see  Digest  No.  30)  ,  includes  the  /following  provisions: 

Provides  that  each  Government  agency  ah^ll  furnish  monthly  to  the  Superin¬ 


tendent  of  Documents  a  list  of  publications,  except  for  certain  restricted  and 


administrative  publications,  which  it  issued  during  the  previous  month  that  were 
obtained  from  sources  other  than  the  Government  Printing  Office;  permits 
Representatives  to  designate  additional  depository  libraries,  up  to  a  total  of 
two,  within  the  areas  which  they  serve;  requires  Government  agencies  to  furnish 
the  Superintendent  of  Documents  a  Sufficient ^number  of  copies  of  publications 
it  orders  from  the  Public  Printer/for  distribution  to  depository  libraries; 
requires  Government  agencies  to  /Dear  the  expense,  of  printing  copies  for  deposi¬ 
tory  libraries  of  those  publications  obtained  elsewhere  than  from  the  Government 
Printing  Office;  authorizes  heads  of  executive  departments  to  designate  addi¬ 
tional  depository  libraries  /within  departments  basedvon  need,  not  to  exceed  the 
number  of  major  bureaus  or /divisions  in  the  department;  and  authorizes  not  to 
exceed  two  regional  depository  libraries  in  each  State \o  receive  copies  of  all 
new  and  revised  Government  publications  authorized  for  distribution  to  deposi¬ 
tory  libraries. 


ITEMS  IN  APPENDIX 


29.  WATER  RESOURCES.  Sen.  Mansfield  inserted  Sen,  Eliender's  recent\address  before 
the  annual  meeting  of  the  New  York  State  Waterways  Ass'n.  pp.  AI569-71 


30.  BUDGET;  EXPENDITURES.  Sen.  Goldwater  inserted  his  recent  address,  "Tt^e  Massive 
Irresponsibility  of  the  Spenders."  pp.  A1571-2 

Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Arends  stating  that  his  const  itutent '  s  \epeated- 
ly  emphas/ze  the  importance  of  balancing  the  budget,  p.  A1629 


II 


31.  EG0N0MK;  ASSISTANCE.  Sen.  Kennedy  commended  and  inserted  an  address  by 
Ambassador  Nehru,  "The  Objectives  of  International  Economic  Assistance,' 
pp. /A1574-5 

^en.  Humphrey  inserted  Dr.  Galbraith's  address,  "The  State  of  Liberalism." 
>.  A1604-6 


86th  Congress  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  j  Document 
1st  Session  j  (  No.  90 


PROPOSED  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  THE  LEGISLA¬ 
TIVE  BRANCH,  THE  JUDICIARY,  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA, 
AND  VARIOUS  DEPARTMENTS  AND  AGENCIES  OF  THE  EXECU¬ 
TIVE  BRANCH  OF  THE  GOVERNMENT,  FISCAL  YEAR  1959 


COMMUNICATION 

FROM 

THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

TRANSMITTING 


PROPOSED  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  THE  FISCAL 
YEAR  1959,  IN  THE  AMOUNT  OF  $427,516,262,  FOR  THE  LEGISLATIVE 
BRANCH,  THE  JUDICIARY,  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA,  AND 
VARIOUS  DEPARTMENTS  AND  AGENCIES  OF  THE  EXECUTIVE 
BRANCH  OF  THE  GOVERNMENT 


March  2,  1959. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to 

be  printed 


The  White  House, 
Washington ,  March  2,  1959. 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  for  your  consideration 
proposed  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  1959,  in  the 
amount  of  $427,516,262,  for  the  legislative  branch,  the  judiciary,  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  various  departments  and  agencies  of  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government.  Of  this  total  $422,511,730  is 
to  be  appropriated  from  Federal  funds  and  $5,004,532  from  District 
of  Columbia  funds. 

The  details  of  these  proposed  appropriations,  the  necessity  therefor, 
and  the  reasons  for  their  submission  at  this  time  are  set  forth  in  the 
attached  letter  from  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  with 
whose  comments  and  observations  thereon  I  concur. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Dwight  D.  Eisenhower. 
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Executive  Office  of  the  President, 

Bureau  of  the  Budget, 

Washington,  D.C. 

The  President, 

The  White  House. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  herewith  for  your  consideration 
proposed  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  1959,  in  the 
amount  of  $427,516,262,  for  the  legislative  branch,  the  judiciary,  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  various  departments  and  agencies  of  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government.  Of  this  total  $422,511,730  is 
to  be  appropriated  from  Federal  funds  and  $5,004,532  from  District 
of  Columbia  funds. 

The  proposed  appropriations  are  required  because  of  recent  laws 
and  administrative  actions  pursuant  to  law  which  made  pay  increases, 
as  follows: 

The  act  of  May  14,  1958  (Public  Law  85-399),  increased  the 
equipment  maintenance  allowance  for  rural  carriers. 

The  act  of  May  20,  1958  (Public  Law  85-422),  adjusted  the 
methods  of  computing  basic  pay  for  officers  and  enlisted  members 
of  the  uniformed  services. 

The  act  of  May  27,  1958  (Public  Law  85-426),  adjusted  the 
compensation  of  postal  employees. 

The  act  of  June  20,  1958  (Public  Law  85-462),  revised  the  basic 
compensation  schedules  of  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended. 

The  act  of  July  25,  1958  (Public  Law  85-550),  increased  the 
wages  of  certain  employees  in  the  Panama  Canal  Zone. 

The  act  of  August  1,  1958  (Public  Law  85-584),  allowed  in¬ 
creases  in  the  salaries  of  officers  and  members  of  the  Metro¬ 
politan  Police  and  Fire  Departments  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
U.S.  Park  Police,  and  White  House  Police. 

The  act  of  August  28,  1958  (Public  Law  85-838),  amended  the 
District  of  Columbia  Teachers’  Salary  Act  of  1955  to  provide 
salary  increases  for  teachers. 

The  act  of  September  6,  1958  (Public  Law  85-928),  amended 
section  4201  of  title  18,  United  States  Code,  with  respect  to  the 
annual  rate  of  compensation  of  members  of  the  Board  of  Parole. 

Action  of  the  Judicial  Conference  at  its  meeting  in  September 
1958  increased  the  pay  of  court  reporters  in  the  judiciary  under 
authority  of  section  753(e)  of  title  28,  United  States  Code. 

Action  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission  under  the  authority 
of  section  803  of  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (5 
U.S.C.  1133),  allowed  an  increase  in  the  salaries  of  certain  engi¬ 
neers  and  scientists  effective  December  29,  1957. 

Actions  by  various  agency  heads  pursuant  to  law  (5  U.S.C. 
1082(7))  increased  the  salaries  of  so-called  wage-board  employees 
in  line  with  comparable  jobs  in  private  industry. 

The  estimated  cost  from  Federal  funds  of  all  these  pay  increases  is 
$1,057,365,448,  of  which  $440,211,352,  or  almost  42  percent,  can  be 
met  by  savings  through  administrative  action,  increases  in  limita¬ 
tions  on  administrative  expenses  and  trust  and  revolving  funds,  and 
transfers  of  funds  from  one  account  to  another  within  the  same  agency. 
The  remaining  $617,154,096  will  require  supplemental  appropria¬ 
tions.  Of  this  latter  amount,  $422,511,730  is  included  in  this  docu- 
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ment  and  $194,642,366  was  transmitted  to  the  Congress  on  February- 
11,  1959  (H.  Doc.  58),  with  proposed  supplemental  appropriations 
involving  other  requirements  as  well  as  pay-increase  costs. 

Amounts  required  to  meet  the  costs  of  pay  increases  for  certain 
engineers  and  scientists  and  for  employees  whose  salaries  are  regu¬ 
lated  by  wage  boards  have  been  included  in  this  request.  Although 
these  increases  were  authorized  by  administrative  action,  they  create 
demands  for  funds  of  essentially  the  same  kind  as  those  growing  out 
of  recent  pay  legislation  and  generally  affect  the  same  appropriations. 
The  amounts  shown  for  these  needs  are  the  net  amounts  of  additional 
funds  required,  except  in  the  case  of  the  Department  of  Defense  where 
the  full  estimated  cost  of  wage-board  increases  is  shown  in  the  tabula¬ 
tion,  even  though  all  the  cost  is  being  absorbed.  Here  the  amount  is 
large  and  is  a  significant  factor  in  the  Department’s  ability  to  absorb 
the  costs  of  other  increases. 

This  recommendation  provides  only  for  the  increased  pay  costs  for 
employment  financed  by  appropriations  already  enacted  for  the  fiscal 
year  1959.  Proposed  supplemental  appropriations  for  additional 
personal  services  for  the  fiscal  year  1959  which  were  transmitted  to 
the  Congress  on  February  11,  1959,  were  based  on  the  new  pay  rates. 
Any  future  proposed  supplementals  for  1959  will  be  on  the  same  basis. 

Proposed  language  is  also  recommended  to  waive  certain  limitations 
to  the  extent  necessary  to  cover  the  pay-increase  costs  for  which  the 
1959  appropriation  acts  made  no  provision. 

The  proposed  supplemental  appropriations  recommended  herein, 
listed  by  departments  and  agencies  and  appropriations  involved,  are 
set  forth  in  the  attachment  to  this  letter. 

The  tabular  statement  following  the  list  of  items  shows  by  depart¬ 
ments  and  agencies  (1)  the  increase  in  01  (personal  services)  and  related 
costs  occasioned  by  pay  increases;  (2)  the  net  amount  needed  for  pay¬ 
ment  to  other  appropriations  after  applying  available  savings  to  this 
requirement;  (3)  the  net  amount  to  be  absorbed,  showing  separately 
(i a )  the  portion  which  can  be  met  by  administrative  action,  including 
payments  received  from  other  appropriations,  and  (6)  the  portion 
which  requires  congressional  action  to  authorize  proposed  transfers 
from  other  appropriations  available  during  the  fiscal  year  1959,  to 
increase  limitations  on  administrative  expenses,  and  to  increase  limita¬ 
tions  on  the  amount  of  trust  funds  which  can  be  used  in  1959;  and  (4) 
the  additional  appropriations  required,  showing  separately  (a)  the 
portion  which  is  included  in  this  submission  and  ( b )  the  portion  which 
was  transmitted  to  Congress  separately  on  February  11,  1959,  in 
connection  with  requests  for  other  purposes. 

Where  it  appeared  that  supplemental  appropriations  would  be  re¬ 
quired  to  meet  pay-increase  costs,  the  appropriations  of  the  agencies 
in  the  executive  branch  were  apportioned,  pursuant  to  section  3679 
of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  on  a  basis  indicating  the  necessity 
for  a  supplemental  estimate.  These  actions  were  reported  to  the 
Congress  by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  by  letters  of 
October  30,  1958,  and  on  such  other  dates  as  such  action  was  taken 
from  time  to  time. 

The  recommendations  made  herein  and  in  the  transmittal  of 
February  11,  1959,  dispose  of  all  the  1959  supplemental  requests 
anticipated  under  existing  legislation  in  the  1960  budget  document 
except  one  relatively  small  item  to  be  handled  later.  The  amounts 
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recommended  in  this  transmittal,  like  those  in  the  previous  one, 
reflect  reductions  below  the  amounts  forecast  in  the  budget  document 
for  such  supplementals  and  increase  the  net  amount  of  the  reductions 
from  $24  million,  as  reported  on  February  11,  1959,  to  $48  million. 

These  proposed  appropriations  are  required  in  connection  with 
legislation  enacted  since  transmission  to  the  Congress  of  the  budget 
for  the  fiscal  year  1959  or  actions  taken  pursuant  to  law  after  that 
time.  The  estimates  submitted  by  the  legislative  branch,  the  judi¬ 
ciary,  and  the  District  of  Columbia  have  been  included  without 
change,  and  I  make  no  observations  regarding  their  necessity.  The 
estimates  for  the  executive  branch  have  been  carefully  reviewed  and  I 
recommend  the  transmission  thereof  to  the  Congress  in  the  amounts 
specified. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Maurice  H.  Stans, 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 
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For  additional  amounts  for  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  1959, 
for  increased  pay  costs  authorized  by  or  pursuant  to  law,  as  follows: 


Legislative  Branch 


Senate: 

“Salaries,  officers  and  employees”,  $1,488,605; 

“Office  of  the  Legislative  Counsel  of  the  Senate”,  $18,740; 
Contingent  expenses  of  the  Senate: 

“Legislative  reorganization”,  $10,650; 

“Senate  policy  committees”,  $24,010; 

“Joint  Economic  Committee”,  $13,590; 

“Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy”,  $16,625; 

“Joint  Committee  on  Printing”,  $7,605; 

“Vice  President’s  automobile”,  $560; 

“Automobile  for  the  President  pro  tempore”,  $560; 
“Automobiles  for  the  majority  and  minority  leaders”, 
$1,120; 

“Reporting  Senate  proceedings”,  $18,825; 

“Inquiries  and  investigations”,  $209,900; 

“Folding  documents”,  $2,900; 

“Joint  Committee  on  Reduction  of  Nonessential  Federal  Ex¬ 
penditures”,  $2,295,  to  remain  available  during  the  existence  of 
the  Committee  and  to  be  disbursed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Senate ; 

House  of  Representatives: 

“Salaries,  officers  and  employees”,  $576,205; 

“Members’  clerk  hire”,  $1,500,000; 

Contingent  expenses  of  the  House : 

“Furniture”,  $13,330; 

“Miscellaneous  items”,  $130,000; 

“Special  and  select  committees”,  $200,000; 

“Joint  Committee  on  Internal  Revenue  Taxation”, 


$24,000; 

“Office  of  the  Coordinator  of  Information”,  $9,175; 
“Folding  documents”,  $20,000; 

“Revision  of  laws”,  $1,650; 

“Speaker’s  automobile”,  $625; 

“Majority  leader’s  automobile”,  $625; 

“Minority  leader’s  automobile”,  $525; 

Capitol  police:  “Capitol  Police  Board”,  $17,200; 

“Education  of  Senate  and  House  pages”,  $8,415; 

Architect  of  the  Capitol: 

Office  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol:  “Salaries”,  $17,000; 
Capitol  buildings  and  grounds : 

“Capitol  buildings”,  $20,500; 

“Capitol  grounds”,  $4,500; 

“House  office  buildings”,  $36,000; 

Library  buildings  and  grounds:  “Structural  and  mechanical 
care”,  $900; 
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Botanic  Garden:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $15,000; 

Library  of  Congress : 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $548,300; 

Copyright  Office:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $123,200; 
Legislative  Reference  Service:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$125,300; 

Distribution  of  catalog  cards:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

$101,100; 

Books  for  the  blind:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $12,900; 
Organizing  and  microfilming  the  papers  of  the  Presidents: 
“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $6,800; 

Government  Printing  Office:  Office  of  Superintendent  of  Docu¬ 
ments:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $177,000; 

The  Judiciary 

Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States: 

“Salaries”,  $70,000; 

“Care  of  the  building  and  grounds”,  $1,200; 

“Automobile  for  the  Chief  Justice”,  $465; 

Customs  Court:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $38,680; 

Court  of  Claims:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $28,900; 

Courts  of  appeals,  district  courts,  and  other  judicial  services:  “Sal¬ 
aries  of  supporting  personnel”,  $1,939,300,  of  which  $67,900  shall  be 
derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Salaries  of  judges”; 

Executive  Office  of  the  President 

The  White  House  Office:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $170,030,  to  be 
derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Special  projects”; 
“Executive  Mansion  and  grounds”,  $34,000; 

Bureau  of  the  Budget:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $384,  000; 

Council  of  Economic  Advisers:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $20,000; 
National  Security  Council:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $66,000; 

Independent  Offices 

American  Battle  Monuments  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

$20,000; 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $516,000; 
Commission  on  Civil  Rights:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $30,000; 
Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington:  “Limitation  on  administrative 
expenses”  (increase  of  $160,000  in  the  limitation  on  administrative 
expenses) ; 

Federal  Aviation  Agency: 

“Expenses”,  $17,138,000; 

“Research  and  development”,  $330,000,  to  remain  available 
until  expended; 

“Operation  and  maintenance,  Washington  National  Airport”, 

$100,000; 

“Operation  and  maintenance  of  public  airports,  Territory  of 
Alaska”,  $28,500; 
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Federal  Communications  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$778,000; 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board : 

“Limitation  on  administrative  and  examination  expenses,  Fed¬ 
eral  Home  Loan  Bank  Board”  (increase  of  $110,000  in  the  limita¬ 
tion  on  administrative  expenses  and  increase  of  $445,000  in  the 
limitation  on  nonadministrative  expenses  for  the  examination  of 
Federal  and  State  chartered  institutions); 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  Insurance  Corporation”  (increase  of  $34,000  in  the  limita¬ 
tion  on  administrative  expenses) ; 

Federal  Mediation  and  Conciliation  Service :  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$254,000; 

Federal  Power  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $475,000; 

Federal  Trade  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $540,000; 

Foreign  Claims  Settlement  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$55,000,  of  which  $7,200  shall  be  derived  only  from  the  war  claims 
fund; 

(  General  Accounting  Office:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $2,245,000; 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$1,524,000; 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $3,354,000; 

National  Capital  Planning  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

$20,000; 

National  Labor  Relations  Board:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $174,000; 

National  Mediation  Board: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $24,500; 

National  Railroad  Adjustment  Board:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$27,500; _ 

Renegotiation  Board:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $195,000; 

Saint  Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Corporation:  “Limitation  on 
administrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $15,000  in  the  limitation  on  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses); 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$637,000; 

Selective  Service  System:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $2,165,000; 

Small  Business  Administration:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $250,000, 
and  in  addition  there  may  be  transferred  to  this  appropriation 
$700,000  from  the  revolving  fund  and  $72,000  from  the  fund  for  liqui¬ 
dation  of  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  loans: 

Smithsonian  Institution: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $200,000; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  National  Gallery  of  Art”,  $129,000; 

Tariff  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $157,000; 

Tax  Court  of  the  United  States:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $45,000; 

United  States  Information  Agency:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$3,397,000; 

Veterans  Administration: 

“Medical  administration  and  miscellaneous  operating  ex¬ 
penses”,  $807,000; 

“Maintenance  and  operation  of  supply  depots”,  $163,000; 


8 


INCREASED  PAY  COSTS 


General  Services  Administration 

“Operating;  expenses,  Public  Buildings  Service”,  $3,544,400; 

“Operating  expenses,  Federal  Supply  Service”,  $284,100,  and  in¬ 
crease  the  amount  which  may  be  deposited  to  the  credit  of  this  appro¬ 
priation  from  funds  received  under  section  204(a)  of  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  bv 
$148,900; 

“Operating  expenses,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service”, 
$639,000; 

“Operating  expenses,  Transportation  and  Public  Utilities  Service”, 
$162,000; 

Abaca  fiber  program:  “Limitation  on  administrative  expenses” 
(increase  of  $5,500  in  the  limitation  for  administrative  expenses); 

Federal  Facilities  Corporation:  “Limitation  on  administrative  ex¬ 
penses”  (increase  of  $1,800  in  the  limitation  for  administrative 
expenses) ; 

Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  liquidation  fund:  “Limitation 
on  administrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $4,400  in  the  limitation  for 
administrative  expenses) ; 

Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency 

Office  of  the  Administrator: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $720,000; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Office  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrator,  college  housing  loans”  (increase  of  $48,000  in  the  amount 
available  for  administrative  expenses) ; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Office  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrator,  public  facility  loans”  (increase  of  $36,000  in  the  amount 
available  for  administrative  expenses) ; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Office  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrator,  revolving  fund  (liquidating  programs)”  (increase  of 
$53,000  in  the  amount  available  for  administrative  expenses); 

Federal  National  Mortgage  Association:  “Limitation  on  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $150,000  in  the  limitation  on  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses) ; 

Federal  Housing  Administration:  “Limitation  on  administrative 
and  nonadministrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $570,000  in  the  limita¬ 
tion  on  administrative  expenses  and  $3,035,000  in  the  limitation  on 
nonadministrative  expenses) ; 

Public  Housing  Administration : 

“Administrative  expenses”,  $860,000; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  and  nonadministrative  expenses” 
(increase  of  $860,000  in  the  limitation  on  administrative  expenses) ; 

Department  of  Agriculture 

Farmer  Cooperative  Service:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $42,000,  to 
be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation 
reserve  program”; 
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Soil  Conservation  Service:  “Conservation  operations”,  $0,424,000, 
to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation 
i serve  program”; 

Foreign  Agricultural  Service:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $257,800, 
to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation 
reserve  program”; 

Commodity  Exchange  Authority:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $68,000, 
to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation 
reserve  program”; 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation:  “Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  fund”  (increase  of  $330,000  in  the  limitation  upon  the 
amount  which  may  be  paid  from  premium  income  for  administrative 
and  operating  expenses)  ; 

Rural  Electrification  Administration:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$613,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Con¬ 
servation  reserve  program”; 

Farmers’  Home  Administration:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $2,- 
210,500,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Con¬ 
servation  reserve  program”; 

Office  of  the  General  Counsel:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $267,500, 
to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation 
reserve  program”; 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $207,505,  to  be 
derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve 
program”; 

Library:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $62,600,  to  be  derived  by  transfer 
from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Department  of  Commerce 

General  administration:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $226,000; 

Bureau  of  the  Census: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $667,000; 

“1958  censuses  of  business,  manufacturers,  and  mineral  indus¬ 
tries”,  $451,000,  to  remain  available  until  December  31,  1961; 

“Eighteenth  decennial  census”,  $390,000,  to  remain  available 
until  December  31,  1962; 

“Census  of  governments”,  $32,000; 

Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $739,000; 

Business  and  Defense  Services  Administration:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $603,800; 

Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $214,750; 

“Export  control”,  $126,000; 

Office  of  Business  Economics:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $102,000; 

Maritime  activities:  “Maritime  training”,  $130,500; 

Bureau  of  Public  Roads:  “Limitation  on  general  administrative 
expenses”  (increase  of  $1,535,000  in  the  limitation  on  necessary 
expenses  of  administration); 

National  Bureau  of  Standards: 

“Expenses”,  $1,061,000; 

“Plant  and  equipment”,  $35,500,  to  remain  available  until 
expended ; 

Weather  Bureau:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $2,794,000; 

H.  Doe.  90,  86-1— —2 
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Department  of  Defense — Military  Functions 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $1,050,000; 

Office  of  Public  Affairs:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $35,000; 
Interservice  activities:  “Court  of  Military  Appeals”,  $28,000; 
Department  of  the  Army: 

“Research  and  development”,  $9,100,000,  to  remain  available 
until  expended; 

Alaska  Communication  System:  “Operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance”,  $176,000; 

Department  of  the  Navy: 

“Navy  personnel,  general  expenses”,  $2,630,000; 

“Research  and  development”,  $9,994,000,  to  remain  available 
until  expended; 

Department  of  the  Air  Force: 

“Research  and  development”,  $9,810,000,  to  remain  available 
until  expended; 

“Operation  and  maintenance”,  $69,000,000; 

“Air  National  Guard”,  $2,162,000; 

Department  of  Defense — Civil  Functions 

Department  of  the  Army: 

Rivers  and  harbors  and  flood  control: 

“Operation  and  maintenance,  general”,  $1,138,000,  to 
remain  available  until  expended; 

“General  expenses”,  $1,046,000; 

United  States  Soldiers’  Home:  “Limitation  on  operation  and 
maintenance  and  capital  outlay”  (increase  of  $239,000  in  the 
amount  to  be  paid  from  the  Soldiers’  Home  permanent  fund); 

Administration,  Ryukyu  Islands:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$32,000; 

The  Panama  Canal: 

Canal  Zone  Government:  “Operating  expenses”, 
$1,126,400; 

Panama  Canal  Company:  “Panama  Canal  Company  fund” 
(increase  of  $346,400  in  the  limitation  on  general  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses) ; 

Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 

Freedmen’s  Hospital:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $116,000; 

Office  of  Vocational  Rehabilitation:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$115,000; 

Public  Health  Service: 

“Control  of  tuberculosis”,  $115,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer 
from  the  appropriation  for  “Promotion  and  further  development 
of  vocational  education”; 

“Communicable  disease  activities”,  $290,000; 

“Sanitary  engineering  activities,”  $441,000,  to  be  derived  by 
transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Promotion  and  further 
development  of  vocational  education”; 
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“Salaries  and  expenses,  hospital  construction  services”,  $35,000, 
to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Promotion 
and  further  development  of  vocational  education”; 

“Hospitals  and  medical  care”,  $2,170,000; 

“Foreign  quarantine  activities”,  $240,000; 

“Indian  health  activities”,  $1,854,000; 

“Operations,  National  Library  of  Medicine,  $111,000,  to  be 
derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Promotion  and 
further  development  of  vocational  education”; 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $406,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer 
from  the  appropriation  for  “Promotion  and  further  development 
of  vocational  education”; 

“Grants  and  special  studies,  Territory  of  Alaska”,  $23,500,  to 
be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Promotion  and 
further  development  of  vocational  education”; 

Saint  Elizabeths  Hospital:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $221,000; 

Social  Security  Administration: 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Public  Assistance”,  $186,500; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  Children’s  Bureau”,  $172,000; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  the  Commissioner”,  $28,000, 
together  with  an  additional  amount  of  not  to  exceed  $22,500  to 
be  transferred  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insurance 
trust  fund; 

Office  of  the  Secretary; 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $162,000,  together  with  an  additional 
amount  of  not  to  exceed  $24,000  to  be  transferred  from  the 
Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund; 

“Surplus  property  utilization”,  $55,000; 

Department  of  the  Interior 

Departmental  offices: 

Office  of  Saline  Water:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $14,400; 

Office  of  Oil  and  Gas:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $36,000; 

Office  of  tlie  Solicitor:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $254,000; 

Office  of  Minerals  Mobilization:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$14,000; 

Commission  of  Fine  Arts:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $2,800; 

Bonneville  Power  Administration:  “Operation  and  maintenance”, 
$418,000; 

Southwestern  Power  Administration:  “Operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance”,  $62,500; 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs: 

“Resources  management”,  $925,000,  of  which  $400,000  shall 
be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Education  and 
welfare  services”; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $265,000; 

Bureau  of  Reclamation: 

“Operation  and  maintenance”,  $924,000,  of  which  $798,203 
shall  be  derived  from  the  reclamation  fund  and  $71,000  shall  be 
derived  from  the  Colorado  River  dam  fund; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $360,600,  to  be  derived 
from  the  reclamation  fund; 

Geological  Survey:  “Surveys,  investigations,  and  research”, 
$3,235,000; 
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Bureau  of  Mines: 

“Conservation  and  development  of  mineral  resources”, 
$1,656,000,  of  which  $1,306,000  shall  be  derived  by  transfer  from 
the  appropriation  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  Office  of  Minerals 
Exploration; 

“Health  and  safety”,  $487,000; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $102,000; 

National  Park  Service: 

“Maintenance  and  rehabilitation  of  physical  facilities”, 
$318,100; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $104,500; 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service: 

Office  of  the  Commissioner  of  Fish  and  Wildlife  :  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $27,000; 

Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries 

“Management  and  investigations  of  resources”,  $790,000; 
“General  administrative  expenses”,  $60,500; 

Bureau  of  Commercial  Fisheries: 

“Management  and  investigations  of  resources”,  $355,000; 
“General  administrative  expenses”,  $15,000; 

Office  of  Territories:  “Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands”, 
$154,800; 

Virgin  Islands  Corporation :  “Limitation  on  administrative  ex¬ 
penses”  (increase  of  $12,000  in  the  limitation  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses)  ; 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $206,600; 
Department  of  Justice 

Legal  activities  and  general  administration : 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  general  administration”,  $304,000; 
“Salaries  and  expenses,  Antitrust  Division”,  $338,000; 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service:  “Salaries  and  expenses’^, 
$4,208,000; 

Federal  Prison  System:  Federal  Prison  Industries,  Incorporated: 
“Limitation  on  administrative  and  vocational  training  expenses” 
(increase  of  $32,000  in  the  limitation  on  administrative  expenses  and 
$50,000  in  the  limitation  on  vocational  training  expenses); 

Office  of  Alien  Property:  “Limitation  on  salaries  and  expenses” 
(increase  of  $200,000  in  the  limitation  on  general  administrative  ex¬ 
penses)  ; 

Department  of  Lap  or 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $125,000; 

Office  of  the  Solicitor:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $212,000; 

Bureau  of  Veterans’  Reemployment  Rights:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $46,000; 

Bureau  of  Apprenticeship  and  Training:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$325,000; 

Bureau  of  Employment  Security: 

“Compliance  activities,  Mexican  farm  labor  program”,  $39,000; 
“Salaries  and  expenses,  Mexican  farm  labor  program”, 
$130,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  farm  labor  supply 
revolving  fund; 
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Bureau  of  Employees’  Compensation:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$257,000,  together  with  an  additional  amount  of  not  to  exceed  $4,100 
to  be  derived  from  the  fund  created  by  section  44  of  the  Longshore¬ 
men’s  and  Harbor  Workers’  Compensation  Act,  as  amended; 

Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $595,000; 
Women’s  Bureau:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $44,000; 

Wage  and  Hour  Division:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $917,000; 

Post  Office  Department 

(Out  of  postal  fund) 

“Administration,  regional  operation,  and  research”,  $5,359,000; 
“Operations”,  $225,800,000; 

“Facilities”,  $667,000; 

Department  of  State 

International  organizations  and  conferences:  “Missions  to  inter¬ 
national  organizations”,  $98,200; 

International  commissions: 

International  Bounda^  and  Water  Commission,  United  States 
and  Mexico:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $49,000; 

“American  sections,  international  commissions”,  $16,800; 
“International  fisheries  commissions”,,  $18,800; 
“Passamaquoddv  tidal  power  survey”,  $6,600,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended; 

Educational  exchange:  “International  educational  exchange  ac¬ 
tivities”,  $300,000; 

Treasury  Department 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $247,500; 

Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt:  “Administering  the  public  debt”, 
$1,481,000; 

Bureau  of  Narcotics:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $289,500; 

United  States  Secret  Service: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $301,500; 

)  “Salaries  and  expenses,  guard  force”,  $25,000; 

Coast  Guard:  “Retired  pay”,  $700,000; 

District  of  Columbia 

(Out  of  District  of  Columbia  funds) 

Operating  expenses: 

“Executive  office”,  $36,300; 

“Office  of  Corporation  Counsel”,  $52,520,  of  which  $2,000  shall 
be  payable  from  the  highway  fund ; 

“Regulatory  agencies”,  $96,812; 

“Recreation  Department”,  $173,200; 

“Department  of  Veterans  Affairs”,  $9,000; 

“Office  of  Civil  Defense”,  $6,200; 

“Department  of  Vocational  Rehabilitation”,  $15,200; 
“Courts”,  $327,000; 
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“Department  of  Public  Health”,  $1,879,700; 

“Department  of  Buildings  and  Grounds”,  $140,100,  of  which 
$700  shall  be  payable  from  the  highway  fund; 

“Office  of  Surveyor”,  $11,000; 

“Department  of  Licenses  and  Inspections”,  $160,700; 

“Department  of  Highways”,  $346,000,  of  which  $295,177  shall 
be  payable  from  the  highway  fund ; 

“Department  of  Vehicles  and  Traffic”,  $83,200  (payable  from 
the  highway  fund) ; 

“Department  of  Sanitary  Engineering”,  $1,213,000,  of  which 
$190,000  shall  be  payable  from  the  water  fund  and  $281,000  shall 
be  payable  from  the  sanitary  sewage  works  fund; 

“Washington  Aqueduct”,  $128,000  (payable  from  the  water 
fund); 

“National  Guard”,  $11,000; 

“National  Capital  parks”,  $247,900; 

“National  Zoological  Park”,  $67,700. 

DIVISION  OF  EXPENSES 

The  sums  appropriated  in  this  Act  for  the  District  of  Columbia  shall, 
unless  otherwise  specifically  provided,  be  paid  out  of  the  general  fund 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  defined  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
Appropriation  Act,  1956. 

General  Provisions 

Sec. - .  Except  where  specifically  increased  or  decreased  else¬ 

where  in  this  Act,  the  restrictions  contained  within  appropriations,  or 
provisions  affecting  appropriations  or  other  funds,  available  during 
the  fiscal  year  1959,  limiting  the  amounts  which  may  be  expended  for 
personal  services,  or  for  purposes  involving  personal  services,  or 
amounts  which  may  be  transferred  between  appropriations  or  author¬ 
izations  available  for  or  involving  such  services,  are  hereby  increased 
to  the  extent  necessary  to  meet  increased  pay  costs  authorized  by  or 
pursuant  to  law. 


( 


[Public  Law  85-462  unless  otherwise  specified] 
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86th  Congress  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  (  Document 
1st  Session  )  {  No.  95 


PROPOSED  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  TO  PAY 
CERTAIN  CLAIMS  AND  JUDGMENTS  AGAINST  THE 
UNITED  STATES 


COMMUNICATION 

FROM 

THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 


TRANSMITTING 

A  PROPOSED  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  TO  PAY  CLAIMS 
FOR  DAMAGES,  AUDITED  CLAIMS,  AND  JUDGMENTS  RENDERED 
AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES,  AS  PROVIDED  BY  VARIOUS  LAWS, 
IN  THE  AMOUNT  OF  $2,570,198,  TOGETHER  WITH  SUCH  AMOUNTS 
AS  MAY  BE  NECESSARY  TO  PAY  INDEFINITE  INTEREST  AND 
COSTS  AND  TO  COVER  INCREASES  IN  RATES  OF  EXCHANGE  AS 
MAY  BE  NECESSARY  TO  PAY  CLAIMS  IN  FOREIGN  CURRENCY 


March  11,  1959. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to 

be  printed 


The  White  House, 
Washington,  March  11,  1959. 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Congress  a  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  to  pay  claims 
for  damages,  audited  claims,  and  judgments  rendered  against  the 
United  States,  as  provided  by  various  laws,  in  the  amount  of 
$2,570,198,  together  with  such  amounts  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay 
indefinite  interest  and  costs  and  to  cover  increases  in  rates  of  exchange 
as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  claims  in  foreign  currency. 

The  details  of  this  proposed  appropriation,  the  necessity  therefor, 
and  the  reasons  for  its  submission  at  this  time  are  set  forth  in  the 
attached  letter  from  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  with 
whose  comments  and  observations  thereon  I  concur. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Dwight  D.  Eisenhower. 
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CLAIMS  AND  JUDGMENTS 


Executive  Office  of  the  President, 

Bureau  of  the  Budget, 

Washington,  D.C.,  March  7,  1959. 

The  President, 

The  White  House. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  herewith  for  your  consideration  a 
proposed  supplemental  appropriation  to  pay  claims  for  damages, 
audited  claims,  and  judgments  rendered  against  the  United  States,  as 
provided  by  various  laws,  in  the  amount  of  $2,570,198,  together  with 
such  amounts  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  indefinite  interest  and  costs 
and  to  cover  increases  in  rates  of  exchange  as  may  be  necessary  to 
pay  claims  in  foreign  currency,  as  follows: 


Claims  for  Damages,  Audited  Claims,  and  Judgments 


For  payment  of  claims  for  damages  as  settled  and  determined  by  departments 
and  agencies  in  accord  with  law,  audited  claims  certified  to  be  due  by  the  General 
Accounting  Office,  and  judgments  rendered  against  the  United  States  by  United  ,A 
States  district  courts  and  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims,  as  set  forth  in  House  ( j 
Document  Numbered  95,  Eighty-sixth  Congress,  $2,570,198,  together  with  such  ' 
amounts  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  interest  (as  and  when  specified  in  such  judg¬ 
ments  or  in  certain  of  the  settlements  of  the  General  Accounting  Office  or  provided 
by  law)  and  such  additional  sums  due  to  increases  in  rates  of  exchange  as  may  be 
necessary  to  pay  claims  in  foreign  currency:  Provided,  That  no  judgment  herein 
appropriated  for  shall  be  paid  until  it  shall  have  become  final  and  conclusive 
against  the  United  States  by  failure  of  the  parties  to  appeal  or  otherwuse:  Provided 
further,  That,  unless  otherwise  specifically  required  by  law  or  by  the  judgment, 
payment  of  interest  wherever  appropriated  for  herein  shall  not  continue  for  more 
than  thirty  days  after  the  date  of  approval  of  this  Act. 


The  detail  of  this  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  covered  in 
the  letters  from  the  various  departments  and  agencies  are  set  forth 
in  the  attachment  to  this  letter. 

In  accordance  with  the  provision  of  law  providing  for  this  submis¬ 
sion,  I  recommend  that  this  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  be 
transmitted  to  the  Congress. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Maurice  H.  Stans, 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 
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SUMMARY  OF  AMOUNTS  INCLUDED  IN  THE  PROPOSED 
SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  TO  PAY  CERTAIN 
CLAIMS  AND  JUDGMENTS 

DAMAGE  CLAIMS 

Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare _  $3,  022.  17 

Department  of  Defense: 

Department  of  the  Army _  47,  279.  00 

Department  of  the  Navy _  348,  389.  05 

Department  of  the  Air  Force _  354,  565.  63 

Treasury  Department _  250.  00 


Total  damage  claims _  753,  505.  85 

OTHER  CLAIMS 

Department  of  Justice _  1,  210,  170.  37 


JUDGMENTS 

Court  of  Claims: 

Department  of  Commerce _  257,  143.  75 

Department  of  Defense:  Department  of  the  Army _  224,  378.  00 


Total _ _ _ s.  481,521.75 

United  States  district  courts: 

Department  of  Defense:  Department  of  the  Navy _  125,  000.  00 


Total  judgments _  606,  521.  75 


Grand  total. . .  2,570,197.97 
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DETAIL  OF  PROPOSED  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION 
TO  PAY  CERTAIN  CLAIMS  FOR  DAMAGES,  AUDITED 
CLAIMS,  AND  JUDGMENTS  RENDERED  AGAINST  THE 
UNITED  STATES,  TO  BE  PAID  OUT  OF  THE  GENERAL 
FUND  OF  THE  TREASURY  UNLESS  OTHERWISE  INDI¬ 
CATED 

DAMAGE  CLAIMS 


Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 


The  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 

Washington ,  July  31,  1958. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  Washington  25,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Stans:  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  act  of 
Congress  approved  December  28,  1922  (31  U.S.C.  215-217),  I  have 
considered,  ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined  the  following  de¬ 
scribed  claim,  presented  within  1  year  of  the  date  of  accrual  on  account 
of  damage  to  privately  owned  property  caused  by  the  negligence  of 
an  employee  of  the  Public  Health  Service  of  this  Department,  acting 
within  the  scope  of  his  employment. 

The  claim  has  been  examined  by  the  General  Counsel  of  this  De¬ 
partment  who  advises  me  that  it  is  a  legal  claim  for  submission  under 
said  act.  I  certify  the  amount  found  due  the  claimant,  as  herein  set 
forth,  as  a  legal  claim  and  recommend  that  it  be  submitted  to  Congress 
for  payment  out  of  appropriations  that  may  be  made  therefor.  Below 
is  a  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the  amount  claimed, 
and  the  amount  allowed. 


Claimant:  Le  Secours  Insurance  Co.,  30  and  32  Rue  Laffitte  (IX  E),  Paris, 
France  (subrogee  of  Pierre  Luguet,  owner).  On  or  about  May  29,  1956,  a  parked 
vehicle  insured  by  the  claimant  and  owned  by  Mr.  Pierre  Luguet  was  struck  and 
damaged  by  a  Public  Health  Service  vehicle  operated  by  Mr.  David  Fajnzilberg, 
a  clerk-messenger  employed  by  the  Public  Health  Service.  The  accident  was 
caused  by  the  Public  Health  Service  employee’s  failure  to  exercise  reasonable 
care  while  backing  the  Public  Health  Service  vehicle  into  a  parking  space. 

The  amount  of  the  claim  is  9,162  francs  and  is  supported  by  a  subrogation 
agreement  signed  by  Mr.  Luguet  and  an  estimate  of  repair,  both  in  that  amount. 

It  is,  therefore,  recommended  that  the  amount  of  United  States  dollars  (approx¬ 
imately  $22.17)  necessary  to  purchase  9,162  francs  in  French  currency  be  reported 
to  the  Congress  for  appropriation  for  the  purpose  of  liquidating  this  claim. 


Sincerely  yours, 


M.  B.  Folsom, 

Secretary. 
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CLAIMS  AND  JUDGMENTS 


The  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 

Washington,  August  20,  1958. 

Hon.  Maurice  R.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  Washington  25,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Stans:  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
505  of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act  (42  U.S.C.  223)  I  have  consid¬ 
ered,  ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined  the  following  described 
claim,  presented  within  1  year  of  the  date  of  accrual,  on  account  of 
damage  occasioned  by  a  collision  for  which  a  Public  Health  Service 
vessel  has  been  found  to  be  responsible. 

This  claim  has  been  examined  by  the  General  Counsel  of  this 
Department  who  advises  me  that  it  is  a  legal  claim  for  submission 
under  the  above  act.'  I  certify  that  the  amount  found  due  the  claim¬ 
ant,  as  herein  set  forth  is  a  legal  claim  and  recommend  that  it  be 
submitted  to  the  Congress  for  payment  out  of  appropriations  that 
may  be  made  therefor.  Below  is  a  brief  statement  of  the  character 
of  the  claim,  the  amount  claimed  and  the  amount  allowed. 


Claimant:  Corporacion  Peruana  De  Vapores,  c/o  Hansen,  Tidemann  and  Dal¬ 
ton,  Inc.,  8-10  Bridge  St.,  New  York,  N.Y.  On  or  about  January  12,  1953,  the 
Public  Health  Service  vessel,  W.  H.  Welch  pulled  alongside  the  claimant’s  vessel 
the  MS.  Tumbes  and  the  wind  and  sea  lifted  the  W.  H.  Welch,  causing  it  to  strike 
the  gangway  of  the  MS.  Tumbes.  The  gangway  was  broken  off  from  its  upper 
platform  and  fell  onto  the  deck  of  the  W.  H.  Welch.  The  Government  vessel 
was  alongside  the  anchored  private  vessel  in  connection  with  quarantine  inspec¬ 
tion  which  the  private  vessel  under  the  law  was  required  to  undergo  and  no  fault 
of  any  kind  was  attributable  to  the  private  vessel.  Under  the  circumstances, 
the  Service  vessel  was  responsible  for  the  damage  caused  within  the  meaning  of 
the  applicable  statute. 

Amount  claimed,  25,456  soles  in  Peruvian  currency;  amount  allowed,  25,446 
soles  in  Peruvian  currency  (not  to  exceed  $3,000). 


Sincerely  yours, 


Arthur  S.  Fleming, 

Secretary. 


Department  of  Defense 
department  of  the  army 

Department  of  the  Army, 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary, 

Washington,  D.C.,  September  9,  1958. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Dear  Mr.  Stans:  In  accordance  with  the  act  of  January  2,  1942 
(55  Stat.  880),  as  amended  (31  U.S.C.  224d),  which  provides  for  the 
settlement  of  claims  for  damage  to  or  loss  or  destruction  of  public  or 
private  property  or  personal  injury  or  death  of  inhabitants  of  a  foreign 
country  caused  by  Army  forces  or  individual  members  thereof,  or 
otherwise  incident  to  noncombat  activities  of  such  forces  in  foreign 
countries,  this  Department  has  considered,  ascertained,  and  deter¬ 
mined,  in  an  amount  in  excess  of  $15,000,  the  claim  hereinafter  speci¬ 
fied.  The  claim  arose  on  September  17,  1955,  and  was  presented 
within  1  year  after  the  date  of  the  accident  or  incident  out  of  which  it 
arose.  The  claimant  is  not  a  national  of  any  country  at  war  with  the 
United  States,  or  of  any  ally  of  such  enemy  country  and  has  agreed 
to  accept  in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement  of  his  claim,  the 
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amount  reported  as  meritorious  by  this  Department.  The  claim  is 
certified  as  having  been  determined  to  be  of  the  character  contem¬ 
plated  by  the  provisions  of  the  act  for  report  to  Congress  for  its 
consideration  and  it  is  recommended  that  it  be  submitted  to  Congress 
for  an  appropriation  for  the  payment  thereof.  It  is  further  recom¬ 
mended  that  in  making  an  appropriation  for  payment  of  the  claim,  the 
Congress  provide  the  definite  amount  of  the  claim,  together  with  such 
additional  sums  due  to  increases  in  rates  of  exchange  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  pay  the  claim  in  the  foreign  currency  specified.  A  brief 
statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the  amount  claimed,  and  the 
amount  reported  follows : 


Claim  of  Ulysse  Pierre  Godefroy,  100  Grande  Rue,  Vaux  sur  Seine,  France. 
On  September  17,  1955,  an  officer  of  the  United  States  Navy,  not  in  performance 
of  official  duty,  was  driving  his  privately  owned  Jaguar  sports  car  on  a  highway 
near  Paris,  France.  While  attempting  to  negotiate  a  curve  to  his  right,  he 
swung  at  high  speed  into  the  opposing  lane  of  traffic  and  struck  the  claimant  who 
was  approaching  on  his  motorcycle  on  his  proper  side  of  the  road.  The  claimant, 
who  was  35  years  of  age  at  the  time  of  the  accident,  and  was  employed  as  a  manual 
worker,  sustained  injuries  of  such  a  serious  nature  that  his  left  leg  was  required 
to  be  amputated  below  the  knee.  Mr.  Godefroy  was  totally  disabled  for  approxi¬ 
mately  13  months,  suffered  considerable  pain  and  suffering,  has  a  70  percent 
permanent  partial  disability,  and  has  had  his  earning  capacity  greatly  diminished. 
The  evidence  amply  supports  the  award  of  11,115,321  French  francs  (approxi¬ 
mately  $26,465)  to  include  medical  expenses,  loss  of  earnings,  permanent  disability 
and  pain  and  suffering. 

!  Amount  claimed,  14,177,882  French  francs  (approximately  $33,756.86);  amount 
reported,  11,115,321  French  francs  (approximately  $26,465). 


Sincerely  yours, 


George  H.  Roderick, 
Assistant  Secretary  o/  the  Army. 


Department  of  the  Army, 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary, 

Washington,  D.C.,  January  23,  1959. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  oj  the  Budget. 

Dear  Mr.  Stans:  The  Department  of  the  Army  has  considered, 
ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined,  in  an  amount  in  excess  of 
$5,000,  the  claim  hereinafter  described  which  concerns  property 
damage.  The  settlement  of  the  claim  is  in  accordance  with  the  act 
of  July  3,  1943  (57  Stat.  372),  as  amended,  which  act  has  been  revised 
and  codified  as  title  10,  United  States  Code,  section  2733,  as  amended. 
The  act  provides  for  the  settlement  of  claims  for  damage  to  or  loss  of 
property,  personal  injury,  or  death,  caused  by  civilian  employees  or 
members  of  the  Army  acting  within  the  scope  of  their  employment, 
or  otherwise  incident  to  noncombat  activities  of  the  Army. 

The  claim  arose  on  April  17,  1947  and  was  presented  in  writing  on 
February  2,  1957.  Private  Law  750,  84th  Congress,  approved  July  9, 
1956,  authorized  and  directed  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  to  accept 
and  consider  the  claim  notwithstanding  any  statute  of  limitation  or 
lapse  of  time.  It  has  been  determined  that  $6,250  is  due  the  claimant 
and  claimant  has  agreed  to  accept  this  amount  in  full  satisfaction  and 
final  settlement  of  the  claim,  no  part  of  which  is  property  damage  cov¬ 
ered  by  insurance.  A  partial  payment  of  $5,000,  as  authorized  by 
the  act,  has  been  made  to  claimant  and  the  balance  of  $1,250  is  cer- 
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tified  as  having  been  determined  to  be  of  the  character  contemplated 
by  the  act  for  report  to  the  Congress  for  its  consideration.  It  is 
recommended  that  the  amount  of  $1,250  be  submitted  to  the  Congress 
for  an  appropriation  for  its  payment. 

A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the  amount  claimed, 
and  the  amount  reported  follows : 


Claim  of  Kelmoor  Fox  &  Fur  Farm,  Inc.,  for  property  damage.  On  April  17, 
1947,  Army  airplanes  flew  at  low  altitudes  over  claimant’s  fox  farm  during  the 
whelping  and  breeding  season  with  resulting  damage  to  claimant’s  foxes,  which 
became  excited  and  killed  their  pups.  Although  claimant  filed  a  claim  in  the 
amount  of  $14,140,  it  has  been  determined  that  $6,250  is  a  reasonable  award  for 
the  damages  sustained. 

Amount  claimed,  $14,140;  amount  paid,  $5,000;  amount  reported,  $1,250. 


Sincerely  yours, 


George  H.  Roderick, 
Assistant  Secretary  oj  the  Array. 


Department  of  the  Army, 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary, 

Washington,  D.C.,  February  20,  1959. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  oj  the  Budget. 

Dear  Mr.  Stans:  In  accordance  with  title  10,  United  States  Code, 
section  2734,  as  amended  by  the  act  of  July  28,  1956  (70  Stat.  703), 
which  provides  for  the  settlement  of  claims  for  damage  to  or  loss  or 
destruction  of  public  or  private  property  or  personal  injury  or  death 
of  inhabitants  of  a  foreign  country  caused  by  Army  forces  or  individual 
members  thereof,  or  otherwise  incident  to  noncombat  activities  of 
such  forces  in  foreign  countries,  this  Department  has  considered, 
ascertained  and  determined,  in  an  amount  in  excess  of  $15,000,  the 
claim  hereinafter  specified.  The  claim  arose  on  March  27,  1957,  and 
was  presented  within  one  year  after  the  date  of  the  accident  or  inci¬ 
dent  out  of  which  it  arose.  The  claimant  is  not  a  national  of  any 
country  at  war  with  the  United  States,  or  of  any  ally  of  such  enemy 
country  and  has  agreed  to  accept  in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settle¬ 
ment  of  his  claim,  the  amount  reported  as  meritorious  by  this  Depart-/ 
ment.  The  claim  is  certified  as  having  been  determined  to  be  of  the  \ 
character  contemplated  by  the  provisions  of  the  act  for  report  to 
Congress  for  its  consideration  and  it  is  recommended  that  it  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  Congress  for  an  appropriation  for  the  payment  thereof. 
It  is  further  recommended  that  in  making  an  appropriation  for  pay¬ 
ment  of  the  claim,  the  Congress  provide  the  definite  amount  of  the 
claim,  together  with  such  additional  sums  due  to  increases  in  rates 
of  exchange  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  the  claim  in  the  foreign  cur¬ 
rency  specified.  A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the 
amount  claimed,  and  the  amount  reported  follows: 


At  approximately  2200  hours,  March  27,  1957,  Sp2c  Rex  L.  McCauley 
RA55385225,  Service  Company,  U.S.  Army  Garrison,  APO  58,  was  driving  his 
own  vehicle  south  on  the  wrong  side  of  Rue  du  Fauborg  Bannier,  Orleans,  France, 
at  a  speed  of  approximately  40  miles  per  hour.  Mr.  Cheny,  riding  his  motor¬ 
bicycle,  was  traveling  in  the  opposite  direction  on  his  proper  side  of  the  road. 
When  he  saw  the  oncoming  automobile  he  pulled  over  to  the  right  curb  and  stopped 
in  an  effort  to  avoid  a  collision.  Without  reducing  his  speed,  the  soldier  collided 
head-on  with  the  bicycle,  and  Mr.  Cheny  was  caught  under  the  wheels  of  the  auto¬ 
mobile  and  dragged  along  the  street.  Specialist  McCauley’s  vehicle  came  to  a 
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stop  about  50  meters  from  the  point  of  impact.  The  motorbicycle  was  totally 
damaged,  and  Mr.  Cheny  sustained  serious  injuries.  He  was  pronounced  dead  on 
arrival  at  the  Orleans  Municipal  Hospital.  Tests  administered  by  U.S.  military 
authorities  after  the  incident  showed  Specialist  McCauley  to  have  been 
intoxicated. 

►  Mr.  Cheny,  who  was  37  years  old  at  the  time  of  his  death,  was  survived  by  his 
widow  and  two  minor  children.  Mrs.  Cheny,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  has 
obtained  a  final  judgment  against  Specialist  McCauley  in  the  amount  of 
11,800,000  francs.  The  evidence  amply  supports  the  award  of  9,700,000  francs 
(amount  of  judgment  less  2,100,000  francs  insurance  carried  by  McCauley). 

Amount  claimed,  11,800,000  French  francs  (approximately  $23,897);  amount 
reported,  9,700,000  French  francs  (approximately  $19,564). 


Sincerely  yours, 


George  H.  Roderick, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Army . 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  NAVT 

(  Department  op  the  Navy, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washington,  D.C.,  July  25,  1958. 

Hon.  Maurice  IT.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Stans:  In  accordance  with  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  section  2733,  enacted  August  10,  1956  (70A  Stat.  153),  which 
provides  for  the  settlement  of  claims  for  damage  to,  or  loss  or  destruc¬ 
tion  of  property,  or  personal  injury  or  death,  caused  by  military 
personnel  or  civilian  employees  acting  within  the  scope  of  their  employ¬ 
ment.  or  otherwise  incident  to  the  noncombat  activities  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Navy  or  of  the  Navy,  this  Department  has  considered, 
ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined  in  an  amount  in  excess  of 
$1,060  the  claim  set  forth  below  for  damage  to  property  hereinafter 
specified. 

The  claim  arose  in  1958  and  was  presented  in  writing  within  the 
statutory  period  provided  for  in  the  act.  The  amount  found  due  the 
claimant,  which  it  has  agreed  to  accept  in  full  satisfaction  and  final 
settlement  of  its  claim,  is  hereby  certified  as  having  been  determined 
to  be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the  provisions  of  the  act  for 
report  to  the  Congress  for  its  consideration,  and  it  is  recommended 
that  it  be  submitted  to  the  Congress  for  appropriation  for  the  payment 
thereof.  A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the  amount 
claimed,  and  the  amount  reported,  follows: 

Wisconsin  Telephone  Co.,  722  North  Broadway,  Milwaukee  2,  Wis.  On 
March  23,  1958,  U.S.  Navy  P2V-5F  aircraft,  Bu.  No.  1248S2,  while  being  piloted 
by  a  naval  aviator  on  a  duly  authorized  training  flight  from  the  U.S.  Naval  Air 
Station,  Glenview,  Ill.,  struck  and  severed  the  claimant’s  cables  while  making  an 
approach  for  a  landing  to  Runway  7R  at  General  Mitchell  Field,  Milwaukee,  Wis., 
causing  damage  to  the  claimant  in  the  amount  of  $1,637.76.  The  claimant  has 
agreed  to  accent  the  sum  of  $1,637.76  in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement  of  its 
claim  against  the  United  States. 

Amount  claimed,  $1,637.76;  amount  reported,  $1,637.76. 


Sincerely  yours. 


Richard  Jackson, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 


H.  Doc.  95,  86-1 - 2 


10 


CLAIMS  AND  JUDGMENTS 


Department  of  the  Navy, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  D.C.,  August  28,  1958. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  oj  the  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Stans:  In  accordance  with  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  section  2733,  enacted  August  10,  1956  (70A  Stat.  153),  which 
provides  for  the  settlement  of  claims  for  damage  to,  or  loss  or  destruc¬ 
tion  of  property,  or  personal  injury  or  death,  caused  by  military 
personnel  or  civilian  employees  acting  within  the  scope  of  their 
employment,  or  otherwise  incident  to  the  noncombat  activities  of  the 
Department  of  the  Navy  or  of  the  Navy,  this  Department  has  con¬ 
sidered,  ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined  in  an  amount  in  excess 
of  $1,000  the  claim  set  forth  below  for  damage  to  property  hereinafter 
specified. 

The  claim  arose  in  1958  and  was  presented  in  writing  within  the^- 
statutory  period  provided  for  in  the  act.  The  amount  found  due  the(^ 
claimant,  which  it  has  agreed  to  accept  in  full  satisfaction  and  final 
settlement  of  its  claim,  is  hereby  certified  as  having  been  determined 
to  be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the  provisions  of  the  act  for 
report  to  the  Congress  for  its  consideration  and  it  is  recommended 
that  it  be  submitted  to  the  Congress  for  appropriation  for  the  payment 
thereof.  A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the  amount 
claimed,  and  the  amount  reported  follows: 


Public  Service  Co.  of  New  Mexico,  Post  Office  Box  1360,  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex. 
On  May  26,  1958,  U.S.  Navy  aircraft  F3H-2M,  Bu.  No.  137063,  while  being 
piloted  by  a  naval  aviator  on  a  duly  authorized  flight,  crashed  while  in  the  landing 
pattern  for  Kirtland  Air  Force  Base,  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.  Before  striking  the 
ground,  the  aircraft  severed  powerlines  belonging  to  the  claimant.  The  claimant 
has  repaired  the  powerlines  at  a  cost  to  itself  of  $1,662.90.  The  claimant  has 
agreed  to  accept  this  sum  in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement  of  its  claim 
against  the  United  States  for  property  damage. 

Amount  claimed,  $1,662.90;  amount  reported,  $1,662.90. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Richard  Jackson, 
Assistant  Secretary  oj  the  Navy. 


Department  of  the  Navy, 

Office  of  the  Secretary', 
Washington,  D.C.,  November  7,  1958. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  oj  the  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Stans:  In  accordance  with  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  section  2733,  enacted  August  10,  1956  (70A  Stat.  153),  as 
amended  by  Public  Law  85-729,  enacted  August  23,  1958  (72  Stat. 
813),  which  provides  for  the  settlement  of  claims  for  damage  to,  or 
loss  or  destruction  of  property,  or  personal  injury  or  death,  caused 
by  military  personnel  or  civilian  employees  acting  within  the  scope 
of  their  employment,  or  otherwise  incident  to  the  noncombat  activities 
of  the  Department  of  the  Navy  or  of  the  Navy,  this  Department  has 
considered,  ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined  in  an  amount  in 
excess  of  $5,000  the  claim  set  forth  below  for  damage  to  property 
hereinafter  specified. 
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The  claim  arose  in  1957  and  was  presented  in  writing  within  the 
statutory  period  provided  for  in  the  act.  The  amount  found  due  the 
claimant,  which  it  has  agreed  to  accept  in  full  satisfaction  and  final 
settlement  of  its  claim,  is  hereby  certified  as  having  been  determined 
to  be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the  provisions  of  the  act  for 
report  to  the  Congress  for  its  consideration  and  it  is  recommended 
that  it  be  submitted  to  the  Congress  for  appropriation  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  thereof.  A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the 
amount  claimed,  and  the  amount  reported,  follows: 


Underwriters  Adjusting  Co.,  175  West  Jackson  Boulevard,  Chicago  4,  Ill. 
(agent  for  subrogee-insurers  of  Aaron  Carlson  Co.).  On  May  30,  1957,  U.S. 
Navy  F9F-5  jet  aircraft,  Bu.  No.  125958,  and  U.S.  Navy  F9F-5  jet  aircraft, 
Bu.  No.  125949,  while  flying  in  formation  on  a  duly  authorized  flight,  were  in¬ 
volved  in  a  midair  collision  over  Minneapolis,  Minn.  Bu.  No.  125958  crashed 
near  the  Aaron  Carlson  Co.  building,  damaging  the  building  and  stock  stored 
therein  in  the  amount  of  $8,997.60.  Its  insurers  paid  the  Carlson  Co.  $8,997.60, 
and  are  properly  subrogated  to  that  sum  in  the  premises.  The  agent  for  the 
subrogee-insurers,  Underwriters  Adjusting  Co.,  has  agreed  to  accept  the  amount 
of  $8,997.60  in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement  of  this  subrogated  claim  for 
damage. 

Amount  claimed,  $8,997.60;  amount  reported,  $8,997.60. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Richard  Jackson, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy . 


Department  of  the  Navy, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  D.C.,  November  28,  1958. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Stans:  In  accordance  with  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  section  2733,  enacted  August  10,  1956  (70A  Stat.  153),  as 
amended  by  Public  Law  85-729  (72  Stat.  813),  of  August  23,  1958, 
which  provides  for  the  settlement  of  claims  for  damage  to,  or  loss  or 
destruction  of  property,  or  personal  injury  or  death,  caused  by  military 
personnel  or  civilian  employees  acting  within  the  scope  of  their  em¬ 
ployment,  or  otherwise  incident  to  the  noncombat  activities  of  the 
Department  of  the  Navy  or  of  the  Navy,  this  Department  has  con¬ 
sidered,  ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined  in  an  amount  in  excess 
of  $5,000  the  claim  set  forth  below  for  damage  to  property  as  here¬ 
inafter  specified. 

The  claim  arose  in  1958  and  was  presented  in  writing  within  the 
statutory  period  provided  for  in  the  act.  The  amount  found  due  the 
claimant,  which  it  has  agreed  to  accept  in  full  satisfaction  and  final 
settlement  of  its  claim,  is  hereby  certified  as  having  been  determined 
to  be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the  provisions  of  the  act  for 
report  to  the  Congress  for  its  consideration  and  it  is  recommended  that 
it  be  submitted  to  the  Congress  for  appropriation  for  the  payment 
thereof.  A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the  amount 
claimed  and  the  amount  reported,  follows: 

County  of  Los  Angeles,  302  Hall  of  Records,  Los  Angeles  12,  Calif.  On  February 
1,  1958,  U.S.  Air  Force  C-118  MATS  aircraft,  Serial  No.  33277,  and  U.S.  Navy 
P2V-5F  aircraft,  Bu.  No.  127723,  while  being  piloted,  respectively,  by  a  rated 
Air  Force  pilot,  and  by  a  naval  aviator,  on  duly  authorized  flights,  collided  in 
midair  over  Norwalk,  Calif.,  and  crashed.  Parts  of  the  falling  aircraft  extensively 
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damaged  the  county  sheriff’s  substation  and  contents  at  Pioneer  and  Firestone, 
Norwalk,  Calif.,  causing  damage  in  the  amount  of  $52,818.36.  The  claimant  has 
agreed  to  accept  the  amount  of  $52,818.36  in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement 
of  its  claim  for  damage. 

Amount  claimed,  $54,755.76;  amount  reported,  $52,818.36. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Richard  Jackson, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 


Department  of  the  Navy, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 

,  Washington,  D.C.,  December  1,  1958. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Stans:  In  accordance  with  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  section  2733,  enacted  August  10,  1956  (70A  Stat.  153),  as 
amended  by  Public  Law  85-729  (72  Stat.  813),  dated  August  23,  1958, 
which  provides  for  the  settlement  of  claims  for  damage  to,  or  loss  or 
destruction  of  property,  or  personal  injury  or  death,  caused  by  military 
personnel  or  civilian  employees  acting  within  the  scope  of  their  em¬ 
ployment,  or  otherwise  incident  to  the  noncombat  activities  of  the 
Department  of  the  Navy  or  of  the  Navy,  this  Department  has  con¬ 
sidered,  ascertained,  adjusted  and  determined  in  an  amount  in  excess 
of  $5,000  the  claim  set  forth  below  for  damage  to  property  as  here¬ 
inafter  specified. 

The  claim  arose  in  1956  and  was  presented  in  writing  within  the 
statutory  period  provided  for  in  the  act.  The  amount  found  due  the 
claimant,  which  he  has  agreed  to  accept  in  full  satisfaction  and  final 
settlement  of  his  claim,  is  hereby  certified  as  having  been  determined 
to  be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the  provisions  of  the  act  for 
report  to  the  Congress  for  its  consideration  and  it  is  recommended 
that  it  be  submitted  to  the  Congress  for  appropriation  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  thereof.  A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the 
amount  claimed,  and  the  amount  reported  follows: 

Albert  F.  Tapken,  care  of  Charles  S.  Schermer,  attorney  at  law,  732  Bankers’ 
Securities  Building,  Juniper  and  Walnut  Streets,  Philadelphia  7,  Pa.  On  Decem¬ 
ber  20,  1956,  U.S.  Navy  F8U-1  jet  aircraft,  Bu.  No.  141348,  while  being  piloted 
by  a  naval  aviator  on  a  duly  authorized  training  flight,  crashed  immediately  after 
takeoff  from  the  U.S.  Naval  Air  Station,  Atlantic  City,  N.J.,  for  a  reason  or 
reasons  unknown.  The  aircraft  crashed  upon  the  farm  of  Albert  F.  Tapken,  at 
Laureldale,  Hamilton  Township,  Atlantic  County,  N.J.,  causing  real  and  personal 
property  damage  in  the  amount  of  $7,620.52.  The  claimant  has  agreed  to 
accept  the  sum  of  $7,620.52  in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement  of  his  claim. 
Partial  payment  of  his  claim  in  the  amount  of  $5,000  has  already  been  made; 
the  amount  in  excess  of  $5,000  is  $2,620.52. 

Amount  claimed,  $13,371.87;  amount  reported,  $2,620.52. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Richard  Jackson, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 
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Department  of  the  Navy, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  D.C.,  December  1,  195S. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director ,  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Stans:  In  accordance  with  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  section  2733,  enacted  August  10,  1956  (70A  Stat.  153),  as 
amended  by  Public  Law  85-729  (72  Stat.  813),  dated  August  23,  1958, 
which  provides  for  the  settlement  of  claims  for  damage  to,  or  loss  or 
destruction  of  property,  or  personal  injury  or  death,  caused  by  mil¬ 
itary  personnel  or  civilian  employees  acting  within  the  scope  of  their 
employment,  or  otherwise  incident  to  the  noncombat  activities  of  the 
Department  of  the  Navy  or  of  the  Navy,  this  Department  has  con¬ 
sidered,  ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined  in  an  amount  in  excess 
of  $5,000  the  claim  set  forth  below  for  damage  to  property  hereinafter 
specified. 

The  claim  arose  in  1957  and  was  presented  in  writing  within  the 
statutory  period  provided  for  in  the  act.  The  amount  found  due  the 
claimant,  which  it  has  agreed  to  accept  in  full  satisfaction  and  final 
settlement  of  its  claim,  is  hereby  certified  as  having  been  determined 
to  be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the  provisions  of  the  act  for 
report  to  the  Congress  for  its  consideration  and  it  is  recommended 
that  it  be  submitted  to  the  Congress  for  appropriation  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  thereof.  A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the 
amount  claimed,  and  the  amount  reported,  follows: 

Hartford  Fire  Insurance  Co.,  720  California  Street,  San  Francisco  20,  Calif, 
(subrogee  of  Cameron  Iron  Works  of  California,  Inc.).  On  January  14,  1957, 
a  U.S.  Marine  Corps  AD-5N  aircraft,  Bu.  No.  132533,  while  being  piloted  by  a 
naval  aviator  on  a  duly  authorized  flight,  was  abandoned  in  midair  by  pilot  and 
crewman  after  an  explosion  and  consequent  fire,  near  Long  Beach,  Calif.  It 
crashed  into  claimant’s  assured’s  building  at  1442  Hayes  Avenue,  Long  Beach, 
Calif.,  causing  damage  to  its  property.  The  claimant  has  paid  its  assured 
$14,196.14,  and  is  properly  subrogated  to  that  sum.  The  claimant  has  agreed 
to  accept  $14,196.14  in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement  of  its  property 
damage. 

Amount  claimed,  $14,196.14;  amount  reported,  $14,196.14. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Richard  Jackson, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 


Department  of  the  Navy, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  D.C.,  December  10,  1958. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 

My  Dear  Mb.  Stans:  In  accordance  with  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  section  2733,  enacted  August  10,  1956  (70A  Stat.  153),  as 
amended  by  Public  Law  85-729  (72  Stat.  813),  enacted  August  23, 
1958,  which  provides  for  the  settlement  of  claims  for  damage  to,  or 
loss  or  destruction  of  property,  or  personal  injury  or  death,  caused  by 
military  personnel  or  civilian  employees  acting  within  the  scope  of 
their  employment,  or  otherwise  incident  to  the  noncombat  activities 
of  the  Department  of  the  Navy  or  of  the  Navy,  this  Department  has 
considered,  ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined  in  an  amount  in 
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excess  of  an  aggregate  of  $5,000  the  claims  set  forth  below  for  damage 
to  property  hereinafter  specified. 

The  claims  arose  in  1958  and  were  presented  in  writing  within  the 
statutory  period  provided  for  in  the  act.  The  amounts  found  due  the 
claimants,  which  they  have  agreed  to  accept  in  full  satisfaction  and 
final  settlement  of  their  claims,  are  hereby  certified  as  having  been 
determined  to  be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the  provisions  of 
the  act  for  report  to  the  Congress  for  its  consideration  and  it  is  rec¬ 
ommended  that  they  be  submitted  to  the  Congress  for  an  appropria¬ 
tion  for  the  payment  thereof.  A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of 
the  claims,  the  amounts  claimed,  and  the  amounts  reported  follows: 

National  Automobile  and  Casualty  Insurance  Co.,  639  South  Spring  Street, 
Los  Angeles,  Calif,  (subrogee  of  Murl  R.  and  Mathilde  Wayt).  On  February  1, 
1958,  U.S.  Air  Force  C-118  aircraft,  Serial  No.  33277,  while  being  piloted  by  a 
rated  Air  Force  pilot  on  a  duly  authorized  flight,  and  U.S.  Navy  P2V-5F  air¬ 
craft,  Bu.  No.  127723,  while  being  piloted  by  a  naval  aviator  on  a  duly  author¬ 
ized  training  flight,  collided  in  midair  over  Norwalk,  Calif.  Parts  of  the  aircraft 
crashed  upon  the  house  of  claimant’s  assureds  at  12209  Roseton  Avenue,  Norwalk, 
Calif.,  causing  damage  to  the  claimant’s  assureds  in  the  amount  of  $4,916.52. 
The  claimant  paid  its  assureds  the  sum  of  $4,916.52  and  is  properly  subrogated 
to  that  amount  in  the  premises.  The  claimant  has  agreed  to  accept  the  sum  of 
$4,916.52  in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement  of  its  subrogated  claim. 

Amount  claimed,  $4,916.52;  amount  reported,  $4,916.52. 

National  American  Insurance  Co.,  3701  Wilshire  Boulevard,  Los  Angeles  5, 
Calif,  (subrogee  of  Murl  R.  and  Mathilde  Wayt).  On  February  1,  1958,  U.S. 
Air  Force  C-118  aircraft,  serial  No.  33277,  while  being  piloted  by  a  rated  Air 
Force  pilot  on  a  duly  authorized  flight,  and  U.S.  Navy  P2V-5F  aircraft,  Bu.  No. 
127723,  while  being  piloted  by  a  naval  aviator  on  a  duly  authorized  training  flight, 
collided  in  midair  over  Norwalk,  Calif.  Parts  of  the  aircraft  crashed  upon  the 
house  of  claimant’s  assureds  at  12209  Roseton  Avenue,  Norwalk,  Calif.,  causing 
damage  to  the  claimant  in  the  amount  of  $1,064.80.  The  claimant  paid  its 
assureds  the  sum  of  $1,064.80  and  is  properly  subrogated  to  that  amount  in  the 
premises.  The  claimant  has  agreed  to  accept  the  sum  of  $1,064.80  in  full  satis¬ 
faction  and  final  settlement  of  its  subrogated  claim. 

Amount  claimed,  $1,064.80;  amount  reported,  $1,064.80. 


Summary  (2  claims ) 

Amount  claimed,  $5,981.32;  amount  reported,  $5,981.32. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Richard  Jackson, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 


Department  of  the  Navy, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washington,  D.C.,  December  12,  1958. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Stans:  In  accordance  with  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  section  2733,  enacted  August  10,  1956  (70A  Stat.  153),  as 
amended  by  Public  Law  85-729  (72  Stat.  813),  enacted  August  23, 
1958,  which  provides  for  the  settlement  of  claims  for  damage  to,  or 
loss  or  destruction  of  property,  or  personal  injury  or  death,  caused 
by  military  personnel  or  civilian  employees  acting  within  the  scope 
of  their  employment,  or  otherwise  incident  to  the  noncombat  activities 
of  the  Department  of  the  Navy  or  of  the  Navy,  this  Department  has 
considered,  ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined  in  an  amount  in 
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excess  of  $5,000  the  claim  set  forth  below  for  damage  to  property  as 
hereinafter  specified. 

The  claim  arose  in  1957  and  was  presented  in  writing  within  the 
statutory  period  provided  for  in  the  act.  The  amounts  found  due  the 
claimants,  which  they  have  agreed  to  accept  in  full  satisfaction  and 
final  settlement  of  their  claim,  are  hereby  certified  as  having  been 
determined  to  be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the  provisions  of 
the  act  for  report  to  the  Congress  for  its  consideration  and  it  is  recom¬ 
mended  that  they  be  submitted  to  the  Congress  for  appropriation  for 
the  payment  thereof.  A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim, 
the  amounts  claimed,  and  the  amounts  reported  follows: 

August  J.  and  Margaret  I.  Schmidt,  care  of  Charles  L.  Stonage,  Esq.,  1407 
Oliver  Building,  Pittsburgh  22,  Pa.  On  August  26,  1957,  U.S.  Navy  T-28B  air¬ 
craft,  Bu.  No.  138295,  while  being  piloted  by  a  naval  aviator  on  a  duly  authorized 
flight,  crashed  just  after  takeoff  from  the  Greater  Pittsburgh  Airport.  The  air¬ 
craft  struck  the  residence  of  the  claimants,  damaging  their  house  and  contents  in 
the  total  sum  of  $24,799.  A  payment  by  reason  of  insurance  in  the  amount  of 
$14,625,  for  which  their  insurer  holds  subrogation  rights,  has  already  been  made 
to  the  claimants.  Of  the  remaining  $10,174,  $5,000  in  partial  payment  of  the 
Schmidt  portion  of  the  claim  has  been  made  administratively.  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Schmidt  have  agreed  to  accept  the  amount  of  $5,174,  the  amount  in  excess  of 
$5,000,  in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement  of  their  portion  of  the  claim. 

Amount  claimed,  $28,667.44;  amount  reported,  $5,174. 

Indemnity  Insurance  Co.  of  North  America,  Box  7748,  Philadelphia  1,  Pa. 
(subrogee  of  August  J.  and  Margaret  I.  Schmidt).  On  August  26,  1957,  U.S. 
Navy  T-28B  aircraft,  Bu.  No.  138295,  while  being  piloted  by  a  naval  aviator  on 
a  duly  authorized  flight,  crashed  just  after  takeoff  from  the  Greater  Pittsburgh 
Airport.  The  aircraft  struck  the  residence  of  August  J.  and  Margaret  I.  Schmidt, 
insured  by  the  claimant,  damaging  the  Schmidt  residence  and  its  contents. 
Pursuant  to  claimant’s  insurance  contract,  it  paid  its  assureds,  August  J.  and 
Margaret  I.  Schmidt,  the  sum  of  $14,625,  to  which  it  is  properly  subrogated. 
The  Indemnity  Insurance  Co.  of  North  America  has  agreed  to  accept  the  amount 
of  $14,625  in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement  of  its  subrogated  portion  of  the 
claim. 

Amount  claimed,  $14,625;  amount  reported,  $14,625. 


Summary  (2  claims ) 


Amount  claimed,  $43,292.44;  amount  reported,  $19,799. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Richard  Jackson, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 


Department  of  the  Navy, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washington,  D.C.,  December  23,  1958. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Stans:  In  accordance  with  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  section  2733,  enacted  August  10,  1956  (70A  Stat.  153),  as 
amended  by  Public  Law  85-729  (72  Stat.  8313),  enacted  August  23, 
1958,  which  provides  for  the  settlement  of  claims  for  damage  to,  or  loss 
or  destruction  of  property,  or  personal  injury  or  death,  caused  by  mili¬ 
tary  personnel  or  civilian  employees  acting  within  the  scope  of  their 
employment,  or  otherwise  incident  to  the  noncombat  activities  of  the 
Department  of  the  Navy  or  of  the  Navy,  this  Department  has  con¬ 
sidered,  ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined  in  an  amount  in  excess 
of  $5,000  the  claim  set  forth  below  for  damage  to  property  as  herein¬ 
after  specified. 
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The  claim  arose  in  1958  and  was  presented  in  writing  within  the 
statutory  period  provided  for  in  the  act.  The  amount  found  due  the 
claimant,  which  it  has  agreed  to  accept  in  full  satisfaction  and  final 
settlement  of  its  claim,  is  hereby  certified  as  having  been  determined 
to  be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the  provisions  of  the  act  for 
report  to  the  Congress  for  its  consideration  and  it  is  recommended 
that  it  be  submitted  to  the  Congress  for  appropriation  for  the  payment 
thereof.  A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the  amount 
claimed,  and  the  amount  reported  follows: 

Norwich  Union  Fire  Insurance  Society  Ltd.,  234  Sansome  Street,  San  Francisco, 
Calif,  (subrogee  of  John  I.  Sanderson).  On  February  1,  1958,  United  States  Air 
Force  MATS  C-118  aircraft,  Serial  No.  33277,  while  being  flown  on  a  duly  author¬ 
ized  flight  by  a  rated  pilot,  and  U.S.  Navy  P2V-5F,  Bu.  No.  127723,  while  being 
piloted  by  a  naval  aviator  on  a  duly  authorized  training  flight,  collided  in  midair 
over  Norwalk,  Calif.,  and  crashed.  Parts  of  the  falling  aircraft  damaged  the 
house  of  claimant’s  assured,  John  I  Sanderson,  at  11832  East  Sproul  Street, 
Norwalk,  Calif.,  in  the  amount  of  $9,104.  Claimant  paid  its  assured  the  sum  of 
$5,900  pursuant  to  its  insurance  contract  with  him,  and  is  properly  subrogated  to 
the  total  of  $5,900.  The  claimant  has  agreed  to  accept  the  amount  of  $5,900Jn 
full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement  of  its  subrogation  claim. 

Amount  claimed,  $5,900;  amount  reported,  $5,900. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Richard  Jackson, 
Assistant  Secretary  oj  the  Nary. 


Department  of  the  Navy, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  D.C.,  January  7,  1959. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  oj  the  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Stans:  In  accordance  with  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  section  2733,  enacted  August  10,  1956  (70A  Stat.  153),  as 
amended  by  Public  Law  85-729  (72  Stat.  813),  enacted  August  23, 
1958,  which  provides  for  the  settlement  of  claims  for  damage  to,  or 
loss  or  destruction  of  property,  or  personal  injury  or  death,  caused 
by  military  personnel  or  civilian  employees  acting  within  the  scope 
of  their  employment,  or  otherwise  incident  to  the  noncombat  activities 
of  the  Department  of  the  Navy,  or  of  the  Navy,  this  Department  has 
considered,  ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined  in  an  amount  in 
excess  of  $5,000  the  claim  set  forth  below  for  damage  to  property  as 
hereinafter  specified. 

The  claim  arose  in  1957  and  was  presented  in  wilting  within  the 
statutory  period  provided  for  in  the  act.  The  amount  found  due  the 
claimants,  which  they  have  agreed  to  accept  in  full  satisfaction  and 
final  settlement  of  their  claim,  is  hereby  certified  as  having  been 
determined  to  be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the  provisions  of 
the  act  for  report  to  the  Congress  for  its  consideration  and  it  is  recom¬ 
mended  that  it  be  submitted  to  the  Congress  for  appropriation  for 
the  payment  thereof.  A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim, 
the  amount  claimed,  and  the  amount  reported  follows: 

John  R.  and  Martha  E.  Doig,  18516  Skyline  Boulevard,  Los  Gatos,  Calif.  On 
October  28,  1957,  U.S.  Navy  TV-2  jet  aircraft,  Bu.  No.  143043,  while  being 
piloted  by  a  naval  aviator  on  a  duly  authorized  flight  from  McChord  Air  Force 
Base,  Takoma,  Wash.,  to  the  U.S.  Naval  Air  Station,  Moffett  Field,  Calif., 
crashed  for  a  reason  or  reasons  unknown  near  18516  Skyline  Boulevard,  Los 
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Gatos,  Calif.;  that  as  a  result  of  this  crash,  real  and  personal  property  of  the 
claimants  was  damaged  in  the  amount  of  $14,025.45.  The  claimants  have  agreed 
to  accept  the  amount  of  $14,025.45  in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement  of 
their  claim  for  damage  that  partial  payment  of  their  claim  in  the  amount  of 
$5,000  has  already  been  made.  The  amount  in  excess  of  $5,000  is  $9,025  45 
Amount  claimed,  $14,117.37;  amount  reported,  $9,025.45. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Richard  Jackson, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 


Department  of  the  Navy, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  D.C.,  January  18,  1959. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Stans:  In  accordance  with  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  section  2733,  enacted  August  10,  1956  (70A  Stat.  153),  as 
amended  by  Public  Law  85-729  (72  Stat.  813),  enacted  August  23, 
1958,  which  provides  for  the  settlement  of  claims  for  damage  to  or 
loss  or  destruction  of  property,  or  personal  injury  or  death,  caused  by 
military  personnel  or  civilian  employees  acting  within  tbe  scope  of 
then-  employment,  or  otherwise  incident  to  the  noncombat  activities 
of  the  Department  of  the  Navy  or  of  the  Navy,  this  Department  has 
considered,  ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined  in  an  amount  in 
excess  of  $5,000  the  claim  set  forth  below  for  death,  personal  injury, 
and  damage  to  property  as  hereinafter  specified. 

The  claim  arose  in  1957  and  was  presented  in  writing  within  the 
statutory  period  provided  for  in  the  act.  The  amount  found  due  the 
claimant,  which  she  has  agreed  to  accept  in  full  satisfaction  and  final 
settlement  of  her  claim,  is  hereby  certified  as  having  been  determined 
to  be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the  provisions  of  the  act  for 
report  to  the  Congress  for  its  consideration  and  it  is  recommended 
that  it  be  submitted  to  the  Congress  for  appropriation  for  the  payment 
thereof.  A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the  amount 
claimed,  and  the  amount  reported  follows: 

Mrs.  Fred  H.  Kreger,  care  of  Joe  Bruce  Cunningham,  attorney  at  law,  Hudson, 
Keltner  &  Sarsgard,  1313  Continental  Life  Building,  Fort  Worth  2,  Tex.  On 
August  14,  1957,  U.S.  Navy  F9F-6  jet  aircraft,  Bu.  No.  128201,  while  being 
piloted  by  a  naval  avia  or  on  a  duly  authorized  flight  from  the  U.S.  Naval  Air 
Station,  Dallas,  Tex.,  sustained  a  fire  in  flight,  and  crashed  into  the  residence  of 
Mrs.  Fred  H.  Kreger.  The  crash,  explosion,  and  fire  caused  the  death  of  Mr. 
Fre '  H.  Kreger,  person:  I  injury  to  Mrs.  Fred  H.  Kreger,  and  the  destruction  of 
their  personal  property.  -  The  claimant  has  agreed  to  accept  the  sum  of  $46,625  in 
full  satisfaction  and  fin?  settlement  of  her  claim.  Partial  payment  of  her  claim 
in  the  amount  of  $5,001  has  already  been  made  administratively;  the  amount  in 
excess  of  $5,000  is  $41,6  5. 

Amount  claimed,  $67,974.24;  amount  reported,  $41,625. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Richard  Jackson, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 


H.  Doc.  95,  86-1 - 3 
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Department  of  the  Navy, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  D.C.,  January  1/+,  1959. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  oi  the  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Stans:  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  title  10, 
United  States  Code,  section  2734,  this  Department  lias  considered,  as¬ 
certained,  adjusted,  and  determined  in  an  amount  in  excess  of  $15,000, 
a  claim  for  damage  and  losses  as  hereinafter  specified.  The  incidents 
out  of  which  the  claim  arose  occurred  in  1957-58. 

The  claimant  is  Antonio  Tricarico,  doing  business  as  the  Hotel 
Terme  Tricarico,  Piazza  Bagnoli,  Naples,  Italy.  The  amount  found 
due  the  claimant  is  $22,535.42  (lire  14,084,639),  which  the  claimant 
has  agreed  to  accept  in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement  of  his 
claim.  The  claim  is  hereby  certified  as  having  been  determined  to 
be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the  provisions  of  title  10,  United 
States  Code,  section  2734,  for  report  to  the  Congress  for  its  considera¬ 
tion  and  appropriation  of  funds  for  the  payment  thereof.  The  claim 
was  timely  presented. 

A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the  amount  claimed 
and  the  amount  reported  follows: 


Hotel  Terme  Tricarico  was  used  by  U.S.  marines  and  naval  personnel  as  a 
barracks  for  the  fiscal  years  1957  and  1958  under  a  contract  dated  July  1,  1950, 
as  amended.  On  evacuation  by  the  United  States,  the  hotel  premises  were  found 
to  have  been  damaged  severely.  Claimant  contended  that  most  of  the  damage 
occurred  in  the  last  month  of  occupancy,  June  1958.  The  damage  suffered  by 
the  claimant  consisted  of  physical  damage  to  hotel  premises,  loss  of  linen  and  loss 
of  earnings  for  proportionate  period  of  repair. 

Amount  claimed,  about  $70,000  (lire  44,113,709);  amount  reported,  $22,535.43 
(lire  14,084,639). 


Sincerely  yours, 


Richard  Jackson, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Nai'y. 


Department  of  the  Navy. 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington ,  D.C.,  February  2,  1959. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans: 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Stans:  In  accordance  with  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  section  2733,  enacted  August  10,  1956  (7GA  Stat.  153),  as 
amended  by  Public  Law  85-729  (72  Stat.  813),  enacted  August  23, 
1958,  which  provides  for  the  settlement  of  claims  for  damage  to,  or 
loss  or  destruction  of  property,  or  personal  injury  or  death,  caused 
by  military  personnel  or  civilian  employees  acting  within  the  scope 
of  their  employment,  or  otherwise  incident  to  the  noncombat  activities 
of  the  Department  of  the  Navy  or  of  the  Navy,  this  Department  has 
considered,  ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined  in  an  amount  in 
excess  of  $5,000  the  claim  set  forth  below  for  personal  injury  and 
damage  to  property  as  hereinafter  specified. 

The  claim  arose  in  1957  and  was  presented  in  writing  within  the 
statutory  period  provided  for  in  the  act.  The  amounts  found  due  the 
claimants,  which  they  have  agreed  to  accept  in  full  satisfaction  and 
final  settlement  of  their  portions  of  the  claim,  are  hereby  certified  as 
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having  been  determined  to  be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the 
provisions  of  the  act  for  report  to  the  Congress  for  its  consideration 
and  it  is  recommended  that  the  claim  be  submitted  to  the  Congress  for 
appropriation  for  the  payment  thereof.  A  brief  statement  of  t lie 
character  of  the  claim,  the  amounts  claimed,  ana  the  amounts  reported 
follows : 

Nets  Olaf  and  Annie  Swanson,  care  of  Harry  E.  Ryan  and  Lawrence  O.  Larson, 
attorneys  at  law,  207  Minnesota  Federal  Building,  Minneapolis  2,  Minn.  On 
May  30,  1957,  U.S.  Navy  F9F-5  jet  aircraft,  Bu.  No.  125958,  while  being  piloted 
by  a  naval  aviator  on  a  duly  authorized  flight,  crashed  near  the  claimants’  residence 
at  1950  Pierce  Street  NE.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  following  a  midair  collision  with 
another  F9F-5  jet  aircraft  of  the  same  flight.  The  claimants’  residence  and  its 
contents  were  destroyed  in  the  consequent  explosion  and  fire,  and  both  claimants 
sustained  personal  injury.  The  amount  of  $126,335.78  was  claimed;  the  claimants 
settled  in  full  and  final  satisfaction  of  the  total  claim  in  the  amount  of  $45,541.42. 
Partial  payment  of  $5,000  has  already  been  made  administratively  to  the 
claimants;  their  insurers  have  paid  them  $8,000  (Austin  Mutual  Insurance  Co.) 
and  $2,000  (Town  Mutual  Dwelling  Insurance  Co.).  The  claimants  have  agreed 
to  accept  the  sum  of  $30,541.42  in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement  of  their 
portion  of  the  claim.  t 

Amount  claimed,  $126,335.78;  amount  reported,  $30,541.42. 

Austin  Mutual  Insurance  Co.,  407  South  Fourth  Street,  Minneapolis  15,  Minn, 
(subrogee  of  Annie  and  Nels  Olaf  Swanson).  On  May  30,  1957,  U.S.  Navy 
F9F-5  jet  aircraft,  Bu.  No.  125958,  while  being  piloted  by  a  naval  aviator  on  a  duly- 
authorized  flight,  crashed,  destroying  completely  the  residence  and  causing 
damage  to  the  real  property  of  Nels  Olaf  and  Annie  Swanson,  claimant’s  assureds. 
The  claimant  paid  its  assureds  $8,000  pursuant  to  its  contract  of  insurance  covering 
part  of  its  assureds’  real  property,  and  is  properly^  subrogated  to  the  amount  of 
$8,000.  The  claimant  has  agreed  to  accept  the  sum  of  $8,000  in  full  satisfaction 
and  final  settlement  of  its  subrogated  portion  of  the  claim. 

Amount  claimed,  $8,000;  amount  reported,  $8,000. 

Town  Mutual  Dwelling  Insurance  Co.,  third  floor,  Hubbell  Building,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  (subrogee  of  Annie  and  Nels  Olaf  Swanson).  On  May  30,  1957, 
U.S.  Navy  F9F-5  jet  aircraft,  Bu.  No.  125958,  while  being  piloted  by  a  naval 
aviator  on  a  duly  authorized  flight,  crashed,  destroying  completely  the  personal 
property  within  their  residence  of  Nels  Olaf  and  Annie  Swanson,  claimant’s 
assureds.  The  claimant  paid  its  assureds  $2,000  pursuant  to  its  contract  of 
insurance  covering  part  of  its  assureds’  personal  property,  and  is  properly  sub¬ 
rogated  to  the  amount  of  $2,000.  The  claimant  has  agreed  to  accept  the  sum  of 
$2,000  in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement  of  its  subrogated  portion  of  the 
claim. 

Amount  claimed,  $2,000;  amount  reported,  $2,000. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Richard  Jackson, 

Assistant  Secretary  oj  the  Navy , 


Department  of  the  Navy, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washington,  D.O.,  March  5,  1959. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  oj  the  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 

My  D  ear  Mr.  Stans:  In  accordance  with  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  section  2733,  enacted  August  10,  1956  (7QA  Stat.  153),  as 
amended  by  Public  Law  85-729  (72  Stat.  813),  enacted  August  23, 
1958,  which  provides  for  the  settlement  of  claims  for  damage  to,  or 
loss  or  destruction  of  property,  or  personal  injury  or  death,  caused 
by  military  personnel  or  civilian  employees  acting  within  the  scope 
of  their  employment,  or  otherwise  incident  to  the  noncombat  activ¬ 
ities  of  the  Department  of  the  Navy,  this  Department  has  considered, 
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ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined  in  an  amount  in  excess  of 
$5,000  the  claim  set  forth  below  for  damage  to  property  hereinafter 
specified. 

The  claim  arose  in  1957  and  was  presented  in  writing  within  the 
statutory  period  provided  for  in  the  act.  The  amount  found  due  the 
claimants,  which  they  have  agreed  to  accept  in  full  satisfaction  and 
filial  settlement  of  their  claim,  is  hereby  certified  as  having  been 
determined  to  be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the  provisions 
of  the  act  for  report  to  the  Congress  for  its  consideration  and  it  is 
recommended  that  it  be  submitted  to  the  Congress  for  appropriation 
for  the  payment  thereof.  A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the 
two  portions  of  the  claim,  the  amounts  claimed,  and  the  amounts 
reported  follows : 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Arthur  It.  Pidduck,  3391  East  Hue  ieme  Road,  Oxnard,  Calif. 
On  April  4,  1957,  U.S.  Navy  FJ-3D  jet  aircraft,  Bu.  No.  135780,  while  being 
piloted  by  a  naval  aviator  on  a  duly  authorized  flight  from  the  U.S.  Naval  Air 
Facility,  China  Lake,  Calif.,  to  the  U.S.  Naval  Air  Station,  Point  Mugu,  Calif., 
sustained  complete  loss  of  power  and  crashed  into  the  driveway  of  claimants' 
residence  at  3391  East  Hueneme  Road,  Oxnard,  Calif.  As  a  result  of  the  con¬ 
sequent  explosion  and  fire,  the  custom-built  house  of  the  claimants  and  its  con¬ 
tents  were  completely  destroyed  along  with  walks,  driveway,  and  garden,  and 
their  fruit-producing  orchard  was  damaged.  The  total  of  the  damage  was  in 
the  amount  of  $121,048.16,  claimants’  being  $76,954.16,  the  insurer’s  $44,094.09. 
The  claimants  have  agreed  to  accept  the  sum  of  $76,951.16  in  full  satisfaction 
and  final  settlement  of  their  portion  of  the  claim  against  the  United  States. 

Amount  claimed,  $105,156.79;  amount  reported,  $76,954.16. 

Ventura  County  Mutual  Fire  Insurance  Co.,  692  East  Main  Street,  Ventura, 
Calif.  On  April  4,  1957  U.S.  Navy  F.J-3D  jet  aircraft,  Bu.  No.  135789,  while 
being  piloted  by  a  naval  aviator  on  a  duly  authorized  flight  from  the  U.S.  Naval 
Air  Facility,  China  Lake,  Calif.,  to  the  LT.S.  Naval  Air  Station,  Point  Mugu, 
Calif.,  sustained  comnlete  loss  of  power,  and  crashed  into  the  driveway  of  the 
Pidduck  residence  at  3391  East  Hueneme  Road,  Oxnard,  Calif.  As  a  result  of 
the  consequent  explosion  and  fire,  the  custom-built  Pidduck  house  and  its  con¬ 
tents  were  completely  destroyed,  along  with  walks,  driveway  and  garden,  and 
their  fruit-producing  orchard  was  partially  damaged.  Pursuant  to  a  contract  of 
insurance  between  the  claimant  and  the  Pidducks,  its  assureds,  the  claimant  paid 
its  assureds  the  amount  of  $44,094,  and  is  properly  subrogated  to  that  amount. 
The  claimant  has  agreed  to  accept  the  amount  of  $44,094  in  full  satisfaction  and 
final  settlement  of  its  portion  of  the  claim  against  the  United  States. 

Amount  claimed,  $44,094;  amount  reported,  $44,094. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Richard  Jackson, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  AIR  FORCE 

Department  of  the  Air  Force, 

Officio  of  the  Secretary, 

Washington,  October  16,  1958. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Dear  Mr.  Director:  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  title  10, 
United  States  Code,  section  2733,  as  amended  by  Public  Law  85-729 
(72  Stat.  813),  this  Department  has  considered,  ascertained,  adjusted, 
and  determined,  in  respective  amounts  in  excess  of  $5,000,  eight  claims 
for  damage  to  property  as  hereinafter  specified. 
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The  incident  which  gave  rise  to  the  claims  occurred  on  September 
8,  1956.  The  claims  were  each  presented  within  the  prescribed  time. 
The  claimants,  the  respective  amounts  claimed  by  them,  the  respec¬ 
tive  amounts  found  due  to  them,  the  respective  payments  that  have 
been  made  thereon  by  administrative  means,  and  the  respective 
excesses  that  are  to  be  reported  to  the  Congress  for  its  consideration, 
are  set  forth  in  attachment  A,  attached  hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof. 
Each  such  claimant,  or  group  of  claimants,  has  been  paid  the  amount 
of  $5,000,  by  administrative  means,  under  the  authority  of  section  (B) 
of  Public  Law  85-729.  Accordingly,  the  respective  claim  excesses 
are  hereby  certified  as  having  been  determined  to  be  of  the  character 
contemplated  by  the  provisions  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  section 
2733,  as  so  amended,  for  report  to  the  Congress  for  its  consideration 
and  appropriation  of  funds  for  the  payment  thereof. 

A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claims  follows: 

On  September  8,  1956,  while  engaged  in  a  regular  authorized  noncombat 
training  mission,  a  U.S.  Air  Force  jet  aircraft  suffered  engine  failure  and  crashed 
on  an  area  known  as  Pine  Mountain,  San  Diego  County,  Calif.  The  crash 
started  a  fire,  which  burned  actively  for  more  than  4  days  before  being  brought 
under  control,  and  spread  over  approximately  7,000  acres  of  land.  A  number 
of  buildings,  large  amounts  of  growing  cattle  feed,  some  miles  of  drift,  line  and 
cross  fencing,  marketable  growing  timber  and  leaf  mold,  some  beef  cattle,  as 
well  as  other  miscellaneous  items  of  privately  owned  real  and  personal  property, 
were  damaged  or  destroyed,  for  all  of  which  the  respective  claims  were  made. 

Attachment  A 


No. 

Name  of  claimant 

Total 

amount 

claimed 

Total 

amount 

awarded 

Adminis¬ 

trative 

payment 

Excess 
reported 
to  the 
Congress 

CX58/137 

Title  Insurance  &  Trust  Co.,  successor  to 
Union  Title  Insurance  &  Trust  Co.,  trustee, 
c/o  John  It.  Hellen,  Esq.,  622  San  Diego 
Trust  &  Savings  Bldg.,  Broadway  at  6th 
Ave.,  San  Diego  1,  Calif. . .  . 

$50,  908. 00 

$7, 160. 00 

$5, 000. 00 

$2, 160. 00 

CX58/140 

Milton  Angel  and  Dorothy  Angel,  star  route, 
Santa  Ysabel,  Calif . . . . 

47, 387. 00 

9, 450. 00 

5, 000. 00 

4, 450. 00 

CX58/141 

Vance  Angel,  Jr.,  star  route,  Santa  Ysabel, 
Calif _ _ _ _ _ 

56,  544. 40 

16, 090. 00 

5, 000. 00 

11,090.00 

CX58/143 

Philip  G.  Angel  and  Nellie  Angel,  P.  O.  Box 
89,  Santa  Ysabel.  Calif . . 

49, 869.  00 

14,  000. 00 

5, 000. 00 

9, 000. 00 

CX58/167 

Reginald  E.  Meade  and  Hazel  Meade,  P.  O. 
Box  33,  Escondido,  Calif _  _ ... 

40, 775. 00 

14, 405. 70 

5, 000.  00 

9, 405.  70 

CX58/168 

Arthur  Alford  and  Edna  A.  Alford,  star  route, 
Santa  Ysabel,  Calif _  _ _ 

58, 106. 30 

20, 180. 00 

5, 000.  00 

15, 180. 00 

CX58/186 

Ralph  R.  Potter  and  Carolyn  D.  Potter,  7924 
Normal  Ave.,  La  Mesa,  Calif _  _ 

31, 299. 20 

8,  503. 00 

5, 000. 00 

3, 503. 00 

CX  58/1 42 

Vance  Aneel,  Sr.,  and  Grace  Angel,  star  route, 
Santa  Ysabel,  Calif _ _  _ 

5, 670. 00 

5, 454. 00 

5, 000.  00 

454.00 

340,  558.  90 

95, 242.  70 

40, 000. 00 

55, 242.  70 

Amount  claimed,  $340,558.90;  amount  reported,  $55,242.70. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Lyle  S.  Garlock, 
Assistant  Secretary  oj  the  Air  Force. 
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Department  of  the  Air  Force, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  November  7,  1958. 

Hon.  Maurice'  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Dear  Mr.  Director:  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  title  10, 
United  States  Code,  section  2733,  this  Department  has  considered, 
ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined  in  an  amount  in  excess  of  $5,000 
a  claim  for  damage  to  property  as  hereinafter  specified. 

The  incident  which  gave  rise  to  the  claim  occurred  on  February  1, 
1957,  when  a  U.S.  Air  Force  aircraft  crashed  in  a  residential  area 
located  in  Mountain  View,  Calif.  The  claimants  are  Alfred  N.  Kil¬ 
gore  and  Ethel  Kilgore,  1067  California  Street,  Mountain  View,  Calif., 
Santa  Clara  County  Fire  Insurance  Co.,  60  North  Second  Street,  San 
Jose,  Calif.,  and  Farmers  Insurance  Exchange,  1510  Park  Avenue, 
San  Jose  26,  Calif.  The  amount  found  due  the  claimants  is  $5,589.40, 
in  which  Alfred  N.  Kilgore  and  Ethel  Kilgore  have  an  interest  of 
$2,100.40,  Santa  Clara  County  Fire  Insurance  Co.  an  interest  of 
$3,131.50,  and  Farmers  Insurance  Exchange  an  interest  of  $357.50. 
Alfred  N.  Kilgore  and  Ethel  Kilgore  have  agreed  in  writing  to  accept 
the  amount  found  due  them  in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement 
of  their  claim.  Accordingly,  the  claim  is  hereby  certified  as  having 
been  determined  to  be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the  provisions 
of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  section  2733,  for  report  to  the  Congress 
for  its  consideration  and  appropriation  of  funds  for  the  payment  there¬ 
of.  It  is  recommended  that  the  method  of  payment  recognize  the 
divisible  interests  of  the  parties  involved  and  that  separate  checks  be 
issued  to  Alfred  N.  Kilgore  and  Ethel  Kilgore,  Santa  Clara  County 
Fire  Insurance  Co.,  and  Farmers  Insurance  Exchange,  in  the  respective 
amounts  of  $2,100.40,  $3,131.50,  and  $357.50. 

A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the  amount  claimed, 
and  the  amount  reported  follows: 

On  February  1,  1957,  a  U.S.  Air  Force  aircraft,  type  F-84G,  while  on  an  author¬ 
ized  mission  from  Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Ariz.,  crashed  and  exploded  on  California 
Street,  Mountain  View,  Calif.,  causing  damage  to  a  dwelling  house,  outbuildings, 
and  personal  property,  the  property  of  Alfred  N.  Kilgore  and  Ethel  Kilgore,  for 
which  claim  has  been  made. 

Amount  claimed,  $6,914.25;  amount  reported  $5,589.40. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Lyle  S.  Garlock, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 


Department  of  the  Air  Force, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  December  1,  1958. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Dear  Mr.  Director:  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  title 
10,  United  States  Code,  section  2733,  this  Department  has  consid¬ 
ered,  ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined  in  an  amount  in  excess 
of  $5,000  a  claim  for  damage  to  property  as  hereinafter  specified. 

The  incident  which  gave  rise  to  the  claim  occurred  on  August  17, 
1957,  when  a  U.S.  Air  Force  TB-25-type  aircraft  crashed  in  a  resi- 
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dential  area  located  in  West  Palm  Beach,  Fla.  The  claimants  are 
St.  Louis  Fire  &  Marine  Insurance  Co.,  4144  Lindell  Boulevard,  St. 
Louis  8,  Mo.,  and  Allied  American  Mutual  Fire  Insurance  Co.,  117 
Northeast  First  Avenue,  Miami,  Fla.,  both  subrogees  of  Robert 
Rothschild  and  Molly  Rothschild.  The  amount  found  due  the 
claimants  is  $6,235.85,  in  which  St.  Louis  Fire  &  Marine  Insurance 
Co.  has  an  interest  of  $5,752.45,  and  Allied  American  Mutual  Fire 
Insurance  Co.  an  interest  of  $483.40.  The  ampunt  found  due  was 
the  amount  claimed.  Accordingly,  the  claim  is  hereby  certified  as 
having  been  determined  to  be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the 
provisions  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  section  2733,  for  report  to 
the  Congress  for  its  consideration  and  appropriation  of  funds  for  the 
payment  thereof.  It  is  recommended  that  the  method  of  payment 
recognize  the  divisible  interests  of  the  parties  involved  and  that  sep¬ 
arate  checks  be  issued  to  St.  Louis  Fire  &  Marine  Insurance  Co. 
and  Allied  American  Mutual  Fire  Insurance  Co.  in  the  respective 
amounts  of  $5,752.45  and  $483.40. 

A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the  amount  claimed, 
and  the  amount  reported  follows: 


On  August  17,  1957,  a  U.S.  Air  Force  aircraft,  type  TB-25,  while  on  an  au¬ 
thorized  mission  from  Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Okla.,  crashed  in  a  residential  area 
located  in  West  Palm  Beach,  Fla.,  resulting  in  damage  to  real  and  personal 
property  at  1004  Beech  Road,  owned  by  Robert  Rothschild  and  Molly  Rothschild, 
for  which  claim  has  been  made. 

Amount  claimed,  $6,235.85;  amount  reported,  $6,235.85. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Lyle  S.  Garlock, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 


Department  of  the  Air  Force, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  December  9,  1958. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Dear  Mr.  Director:  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  title 
10,  United  States  Code,  section  2733,  this  Department  has  considered 
ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined  in  an  amount  in  excess  of, 
$5,000  a  claim  for  damage  to  property  as  hereinafter  specified. 

The  incident  which  gave  rise  to  the  claim  occurred  on  August  17, 
1957,  when  a  U.S.  Air  Force  B-25  aircraft  crashed  in  a  residential 
area  located  in  West  Palm  Beach,  Fla.  The  claimants  are  Frank  L. 
Goss  and  Dorothie  C.  Goss,  Box  4065,  32d  Air  Transport  Squadron, 
McChord  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma,  Wash.,  and  St.  Louis  Fire  & 
Marine  Insurance  Co.,  4144  Lindell  Boulevard,  St.  Louis  8,  Mo. 
The  amount  found  due  the  claimants  is  $8,660.49,  in  which  Frank  L. 
Goss  and  Dorothie  C.  Goss  have  an  interest  of  $777.29  and  St.  Louis 
Fire  &  Marine  Insurance  Co.  an  interest  of  $7,883.20.  Frank  L. 
Goss  and  Dorothie  C.  Goss  and  St.  Louis  Fire  &  Marine  Insurance 
Co.  have  agreed  in  writing  to  accept  respective  amounts  due  them 
in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement  of  their  claims.  Accordingly, 
the  claim  is  hereby  certified  as  having  been  determined  to  be  of  the 
character  contemplated  by  the  provisions  of  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  section  2733,  for  report  to  the  Congress  for  its  consideration 
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and  appropriation  of  funds  for  the  payment  thereof.  It  is  recom¬ 
mended  that  the  method  of  payment  recognize  the  divisible  interests 
of  the  parties  involved  and  that  separate  checks  be  issued  to  Frank 
L.  Goss  and  Dorothie  C.  Goss  and  St.  Louis  Fire  &  Marine  Insurance 
Co.  in  the  respective  amounts  of  $777.29  and  $7,883.20. 

A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the  amount  claimed, 
and  the  amount  reported  follows: 

On  August  17,  1957,  a  U.S.  Air  Force  aircraft,  type  B-25,  while  on  an  author¬ 
ized  mission  from  Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Okla.,  crashed  in  a  residential  area  in 
West  Palm  Beach  Fla.,  resulting  in  damage  to  real  and  personal  property  at 
1008  Beach  Road,  West  Palm  Beach,  owned  by  Frank  L.  Goss  and  Dorothie  C. 
Goss,  for  which  claim  has  been  made. 

Amount  claimed,  $9,134.97;  amount  reported,  $8,660.49. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Lyle  S.  Garlock, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 


Department  of  the  Air  Forcf, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  January  14,  1959. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Dear  Mr.  Director:  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  title  10, 
United  States  Code,  section  2733,  as  amended  by  Public  Law  85-729 
(72  Stat.  813),  this  Department  has  considered,  ascertained,  adjusted, 
and  determined,  in  an  amount  in  excess  of  $5,000,  a  death  claim. 

The  incident  which  gave  rise  to  the  claim  occurred  on  July  13,  1956. 
The  claimant  is  Lt.  Ronald  E.  Crump,  Royal  Army,  personally  and  as 
administrator  of  the  estate  of  Doreen  Crump,  c/o  John  Pinto,  Esq., 
solicitor,  10,  Dover  Street,  London,  W.I.,  England.  The  claim  was 
presented  within  the  prescribed  time.  Claimant  has  agreed  in  writing 
to  accept  the  award  of  £2,960  (approximately  $8,308.35)  in  full  satis¬ 
faction  and  final  settlement  of  his  claim.  Under  the  authority  of 
paragraph  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  section  2733,  claimant 
was  paid  the  amount  of  £1,500  (approximately  $4,210.31)  by  adminis¬ 
trative  means.  The  balance  of  the  award,  £1,460  (approximately 
$4,098.04)  is  the  amount  due  the  claimant. 

Accordingly,  the  claim  is  hereby  certified  as  having  been  determined 
to  be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the  provisions  of  title  10, 
United  States  Code,  section  2733  for  report  to  the  Congress  for  its 
consideration  and  appropriation  of  funds  for  the  payment  thereof. 

A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the  total  amount 
claimed,  the  total  amount  awarded,  the  amount  of  the  administrative 
partial  payment,  and  the  amount  reported,  follows: 


On  July  13,  1956,  a  U.S.  Air  Force  C— 118  aircraft,  departed  McGuire  Air  Force 
Base,  N.J.,  on  an  authorized  official  flight  for  Harmon  Air  Force  Base,  Newfound¬ 
land.  The  aircraft  crashed  shortly  after  takeoff.  Claimant’s  wife  was  among 
those  who  died  as  a  result  of  injuries  received  in  the  crash,  for  whose  death  claim 
is  made. 

Amount  claimed,  £4,253.5  (approximately  $11,909.10);  amount  awarded, 
£2,960  (approximately  $8,308.35). 

Administrative  partial  payment,  £1,500  (approximately  $4,210.31);  amount 
reported,  £1,460  (approximately  $4,098.04). 


Sincerely  yours, 


Lyle  S.  Garlock, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 
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Department  of  the  Air  Force, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  January  15,  1959. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 

Dear  Mr.  Director:  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  title 
10,  United  States  Code,  section  2733,  this  Department  has  considered, 
ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined,  in  an  amount  in  excess  of 
$5,000,  a  claim  for  damage  to  property,  as  hereinafter  specified. 

The  incident  which  gave  rise  to  the  claim  occurred  on  August  28, 
1957.  The  claimants  are  Melvin  P.  Thedford  and  Asberry  B.  Wilkin¬ 
son,  Bovina,  Tex.  The  amount  found  due  the  claimants  is  $8,932.27, 
which  amount  claimants  have  agreed  in  writing  to  accept  in  full  satis¬ 
faction  and  final  settlement  of  tlieir  claim. 

Under  the  authority  of  paragraph  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  section  2733,  claimants  Melvin  P.  Thedford  and  Asberry  B. 
)Wilkinson  were  paid  the  sum  of  $5,000  by  administrative  means. 

Accordingly,  the  balance  of  the  award  found  due  to  Melvin  P. 
Thedford  and  Asberry  B.  Wilkinson,  in  the  amount  of  $3,932.27,  is 
hereby  certified  as  having  been  determined  to  be  of  the  character 
contemplated  by  the  provisions  of  title  10,  United  States  Code, 
section  2733,  for  report  to  the  Congress  for  its  consideration  and 
appropriation  of  funds  for  the  payment  thereof. 

A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the  amount  claimed, 
the  amount  awarded,  the  amount  of  the  administrative  partial  pay¬ 
ment,  and  the  amount  reported,  follows: 


On  August  28,  1957,  a  U.S.  Air  Force  KB-50  aircraft,  while  on  an  authorized 
mission,  crashed  on  farm  land  located  near  Bovina,  Tex.,  destroying  and  damaging 
farm  equipment  belonging  to  claimants,  for  which  damage  and  destruction  claim 
foccri  mud© 

Amount  claimed,  $9,247.27;  amount  awarded,  $8,932.27. 

Administrative  partial  payment,  $5,000.00;  amount  reported,  $3,932.27. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Lyle  S.  Garlock, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 


Department  of  the  Air  Force, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  January  15,  1959. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Dear  Mr.  Director:  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  title  10, 
United  States  Code,  section  2733,  this  Department  has  considered, 
ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined,  in  an  amount  in  excess  of 
$5,000,  a  claim  for  damage  to  real  and  personal  property,  as  hereinafter 
specified. 

The  incident  which  gave  rise  to  the  claim  occurred  on  August  17, 
1957.  The  claimants  are  Robert  A.  Robertson  and  Mildred  Robert¬ 
son,  care  of  Burns,  Middleton,  Rogers  &  Farrell,  1318  Harvey 
Building,  West  Palm  Beach,  Fla.,  and  St.__  Louis  Fire  &  Marine 
Insurance  Co.,  Subrogee,  4144  Lindell  Boulevard,  St.  Louis  8,  Mo. 
The  amount  found  due  the  claimants  is  $5,015.92,  in  which  Robert  A. 
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Robertson  and  Mildred  Robertson  have  an  interest  of  $1,399.59,  and 
St.  Louis  Fire  &  Marine  Insurance  Co.  an  interest  of  $3,616.33. 
Robert  A.  Robertson  and  Mildred  Robertson  have  agreed  in  writing 
to  accept  the  amount  found  due  in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement 
of  their  claim. 

Under  the  authority  of  paragraph  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  section  2733,  claimants  Robert  A.  Robertson  and  Mildred 
Robertson  were  paid  the  sum  of  $1,399.59  by  administrative  means. 

Accordingly,  the  balance  of  the  award  found  due  to  St.  Louis  Fire  & 
Marine  Insurance  Co.,  in  the  amount  of  $3,616.33,  is  hereby  certified 
as  having  been  determined  to  be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the 
provisions  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  section  2733,  for  report 
to  the  Congress  for  its  consideration  and  appropriation  of  funds  for 
the  payment  thereof. 

A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the  amount  claimed, 
the  amount  awarded,  the  amount  of  the  administrative  partial  pay¬ 
ment,  and  the  amount  reported,  follows:  £ 

On  August  17,  1957,  a  U.S.  Air  Force  TB-25-type  aircraft,  on  an  authorized 
mission  from  Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Okla.,  crashed  at  West  Palm  Beach,  causing 
damage  to  the  real  and  personal  property  at  1000  Beech  Road,  owned  by  Robert 
A.  Robertson  and  Mildred  Robertson,  for  which  claim  has  been  presented. 

Amount  claimed,  $6,324.78;  amount  awarded,  $5,015.92. 

Administrative  partial  payment,  $1,399.59;  amount  reported,  $3,616.33. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Lyle  S.  Garlock, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force . 


Department  of  the  Air  Force, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
'Washington,  January  28,  1959 . 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Dear  Mr.  Director:  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  title  10, 
United  States  Code,  section  2733,  this  Department  has  considered, 
ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined,  in  an  amount  in  excess  of 
$5,000,  a  claim  for  damage  to  property,  as  hereinafter  specified.  ( 

The  incident  which  gave  rise  to  the  claim  arose  during  the  period 
from  May  27  to  June  11,  1958.  The  claimant  is  the  city  of  Dalhart, 
Box  1071,  Dalhart,  Tex.  The  amount  found  due  the  claimant  is 
$35,325,  the  full  amount  claimed. 

Under  the  authority  of  paragraph  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  section  2733,  the  city  of  Dalhart  was  paid  the  sum  of  $5,000  by 
administrative  means. 

Accordingly,  the  balance  of  the  award  found  due  to  the  city  of 
Dalhart,  in  the  amount  of  $30,325,  is  hereby  certified  as  having  been 
determined  to  be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the  provisions  of 
title  10,  United  States  Code,  section  2733,  for  report  to  the  Congress 
for  its  consideration  and  appropriation  of  funds  for  the  payment 
thereof. 
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A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the  amount  claimed, 
the  amount  awarded,  the  amount  of  the  administrative  partial  pay¬ 
ment,  and  the  amount  reported,  follow: 

This  claim  arose  out  of  the  authorized  operations  of  U.S.  Air  Force  aircraft 
during  the  period  May  27  to  June  11,  1958.  The  damage  to  the  north-south  and 
northeast-southwest  runways  at  the  municipal  airport  of  Dalhart,  Tex.,  was 
caused  by  a  few  particular  incidents  involving  takeoffs,  landings  and  taxiing,  for 
which  damage  claim  was  presented. 

Amount  claimed,  $35,325;  amount  awarded,  $35,325; 

Administrative  partial  payment,  $5,000;  amount  reported,  $30,325. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Lyle  S.  Garlock, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 


Department  op  the  Air  Force, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington ,  February  20,  1959. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Dear  Mr.  Director:  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  title 
10,  United  States  Code,  section  2733,  this  Department  has  considered, 
ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined  in  an  amount  in  excess  of  $5,000 
a  claim  for  damage  to  property  as  hereinafter  specified. 

The  incident  which  gave  rise  to  the  claim  occurred  on  June  29, 
1957.  The  claimant  is  North  Carolina  Pulp  Co.,  Plymouth,  N.C. 
The  amount  found  due  the  claimant  is  $16,865.55.  The  claimant  has 
agreed  to  accept  the  amount  found  due  in  full  satisfaction  and  final 
settlement  of  its  claim. 

Under  the  authority  of  paragraph  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  section  2733,  the  claimant  was  paid  the  sum  of  $5,000  by 
administrative  means. 

Accordingly,  the  balance  of  the  amount  found  due  to  N  orth  Carolina 
Pulp  Co.,  in  the  amount  of  $11,865.55,  is  hereby  certified  as  having 
been  determined  to  be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the  provisions 
of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  section  2733,  for  report  to  the  Congress 
')  for  its  consideration  and  appropriation  of  funds  for  the  payment 
"  thereof. 

A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the  amount  claimed, 
the  amount  awarded,  the  amount  of  the  administrative  partial  pay¬ 
ment,  and  the  amount  reported,  follows: 

On  June  29,  1957,  a  U.S.  Air  Force  F-lOOD-type  aircraft,  on  an  authorized 
mission  from  Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Va.,  crashed  approximately  2  miles  north¬ 
east  of  Columbia,  Tyrrell  County,  N.C.,  causing  damage  to  trees,  pulpwood, 
sawtimber,  topwood,  and  soil  owned  by  North  Carolina  Pulp  Co.,  for  which 
claim  has  been  presented. 

Amount  claimed,  $30,988.92;  amount  awarded,  $16,865.55. 

Administrative  partial  payment,  $5,000;  amount  reported,  $11,865.55. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Lyle  S.  Garlock, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 


28 


CLAIMS  AND  JUDGMENTS 


Depaktment  of  the  Air  Force, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washington,  March  4,  1959. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Dear  Mr.  Director:  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  title  10, 
United  States  Code,  section  2733,  this  Department  has  considered, 
ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined  in  an  amount  in  excess  of  $5,000 
a  joint  claim  for  damage  to  property  as  hereinafter  specified. 

The  incident  which  gave  rise  to  the  claim  occurred  on  June  29, 
1957.  The  joint  claimants  are  Kent  Timber  Co.,  Binghamton,  N.Y. 
and  Tyrrell  County  Lumber  Co.,  Columbia,  N.C.  The  amount  found 
due  the  claimants  is  $225,000.  The  claimants  have  agreed  to  accept 
the  amount  found  due  in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement  of  their 
claim. 

Accordingly,  the  joint  claim  is  hereby  certified  as  having  been  de¬ 
termined  to  be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the  provisions  of 
title  10,  United  States  Code,  section  2733,  for  report  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  for  its  consideration  and  appropriation  of  funds  for  the  payment 
thereof. 

It  is  recommended  that  the  check  be  made  out  jointly  to  Kent 
Timber  Co.,  Binghamton,  N.Y.,  and  Tyrrell  County  Lumber  Co., 
Columbia,  N.C.,  and  that  the  check  be  sent  to  Kent  Timber  Co., 
Binghamton,  N.Y. 

A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  joint  claim,  the  amount 
claimed,  and  the  amount  reported  follows: 

On  June  29,  1957,  a  U.S.  Air  Force  F-100D  type  aircraft,  on  an  authorized 
mission  from  Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Va.,  crashed  approximately  2  miles  north¬ 
east  of  Columbia,  Tyrrell  County,  N.C.,  causing  damage  to  trees,  pulpwood, 
sawtimber,  topwood,  soil,  and  land  owned  by  Kent  Timber  Co.  and  Tyrrell 
County  Lumber  Co.,  for  which  a  joint  claim  has  been  presented. 

Amount  claimed,  $255,757;  amount  reported,  $225,000. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Lyle  S.  Garlock, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 


Treasury  Department 

Treasury  Department, 
Washington,  February  26,  1959. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Stans:  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  act  of 
Congress,  approved  December  28,  1922  (42  Stat.  1066),  I  have  con¬ 
sidered,  ascertained,  and  approved  payment  of  the  following  described 
claim  for  damage  to  a  privately  owned  vehicle,  due  to  the  negligence 
of  an  employee  of  the  Treasury  Department,  acting  within  the  scope 
of  his  employment. 

The  claim  was  presented  to  the  Treasury  Department  within  the 
time  limit  prescribed,  and  it  is  recommended  that  the  amount  allowed 
be  certified  to  Congress  as  a  legal  claim  for  payment  out  of  an  ap¬ 
propriation  that  may  be  made  therefor. 
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A  brief  summary  of  the  facts  and  a  statement  of  the  amount  claimed 
and  amount  allowed  is  as  follows: 


The  accident  occurred  at  the  intersection  of  Jesus  Caranza  and  Belden  Streets, 
Nuevo  Laredo,  on  November  23,  1958.  Customs  Agent  Robert  B.  Ligon,  Jr., 
engaged  in  investigation  involving  narcotics,  and  acting  within  the  scope  of  his 
employment,  was  proceeding  south  on  Avenue  Jesus  Caranza.  At  the  intersec¬ 
tion  of  Belden  Street  Agent  Ligon  observed  no  stop  sign  and  did  not  come  to  a 
complete  stop  but  entered  the  intersection  before  he  noticed  the  1950  Dodge  ap¬ 
proaching  from  his  right.  The  Government  car  was  unable  to  stop,  struck  the  car 
of  Mr.  Matias  Garza  Garza  on  the  left  front  fender;  both  cars  spun  around  so  that 
the  sides  came  in  contact  and  the  private  car  then  struck  a  light  post  on  the  corner. 
It  was  pointed  out  later  to  Mr.  Ligon,  who  was  newly  assigned  to  Laredo,  and 
unfamiliar  with  the  streets  and  traffic  conditions  of  Nuevo  Laredo,  that  there 
was  a  small  sign  “Preferencia”  at  the  building  on  the  corner  of  Belden  Street  which 
indicated  that  cars  on  Belden  Street  have  the  right-of-way. 

Claim  of  Mr.  Matias  Garza  Garza. 

Amount  claimed,  $250;  amount  allowed,  $250. 


Sincerely  yours, 


W.  L.  Johnson, 
Budget  Officer,  Treasury. 


OTHER  CLAIMS 

Department  of  Justice 

Treasury  Department, 

Washington,  February  26,  1969. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  Washington,  D.G. 

Dear  Mr.  Stans:  An  appropriation  will  be  required  for  payment 
of  claims  settled  by  the  Attorney  General  of  Japanese-Americans 
evacuated  from  military  zones  (act  of  July  2,  1948,  62  Stat.  1231; 
50  U.S.C.  1981-1987,  as  amended  by  the  act  of  July  9,  1956  (Public 
Law  673))  in  the  amount  of  $1,210,170.37.  These  claims  are  itemized 
on  the  attached  schedule  A.  The  total  amount  may  be  established  in 
an  appropriation  under  the  Treasury  Department. 

Very  truly  yours, 


W.  L.  Johnson, 
Budget  Officer,  Treasury. 
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Schedule  A 

Claims  settled  by  the  Attorney  General  of  J apanese- Americans  evacuated  from  military 

zones 


Docket  No. 


146-35-1402 


146-35-2406 

146-35-2820 

146-35-2899 

146-35-3332 

146-35-5091 

146-35-5682 

146-35-5764 

146-3.5-6840 

146-35-6841 

146-35-6845 

146-35-6851 

146-35-6852 

146-35-7062 


146-35-7382 


146-35-7495 


146-35-7685 

146-35-7686 
146-35-7781 
and  7787 
146-35-7942 
146-35-8314 
146-35-9717 
146-35-9774 
146-35-9782 
146-35-9996 
146-35-9996 


146-35-10099 

146-35-10169 

146-35-10394 

146-35-10507 

146-35-10877 

146-35-11235 
146-35-11286 
146-35-12114 
146-35-12478 
and  12477 
12445 
12437 
12575 
12789 
12483 
146-35-13029 
146-35-13148 
146-35-13402 
146-3.5-13696 
146-35-14153 
146-35-15038 
146-35-15247 


146-35-15551 


146-35-16242 

146-35-16702 


146-35-17076 

146-35-17133 

146-35-17206 

146-35-17609 


Claimant 


Kay  Kenichi  Iwaoka. 


Fumi  Shitara _ 

Barton  H.  Sasaki . . . 

Yukie  Akiyama  Sato _ 

Mitsuo  Takasumi. _ 

Tomi  Nakata.. . . . . 

Henry  Fukuhara _ 

Minor  M.  Azuma _ 

Mineo  Kobayashi _ 

Matsuo  Kobayashi _ 

Hisao  Kobayashi _ 

Shiro  Kobayashi _ 

Sho  Endow _ 

Nori  Lafferty,  as  adminis¬ 
tratrix  of  estate  of 
Kwando  Ikeda  de¬ 
ceased. 

Herbert  Kenkichi  Fuji- 
moto  and  Yoshiko  Fuji- 
moto. 

William  Y.  Mimbu,  Esq., 
as  administrator  of  es¬ 
tate  of  Kuyo  Parteno, 
deceased. 

George  T.  Sugihara  and 
Harry  H.  Sugihara. 

George  T.  Sugihara . — 

Robert  Iju  Sueoka  and 
Chiyeko  Sueoka. 

Riichi  Kiyokawa _ 

Masahiro  Mukai _ 

Thomas  T.  Iseri _ 

Harry  S.  Kuramoto _ 

Tsuyoshi  Kuramoto _ 

Masa  Yamashita _ 

Kenneth  B.  Smith,  trustee 
in  voluntary  dissolution 
in  the  Western  Oyster 
Co.,  Inc. 

Kiyo  Kuromi _ 

Aiko  Ito _ _ 

Mitsushige  Hosaka _ 

Nobuo  George  Tanigawa.. 
Fuji  Aoki,  also  known  as 
Fuji  Imai. 

James  Masatoku  Amano.. 

Motoyoshi  Murakami _ 

William  M.  Shimasaki _ 

Enomoto  &  Co _ : _ 


Russell  H.  We  Hara _ 

Kay  Keiichi  Sugahara _ 

Kangoro  Shimoda _ 

Yahichi  Kato _ 

George  Akiyama _ 

Yukiko  Mizuno... . . 

Hisano  Hirata,  as  admin¬ 
istratrix  of  the  estate  of 
Hideji  Hirata,  deceased. 
Richard  K.  Murakami, 
trustee  in  voluntary  dis¬ 
solution  of  the  Eagle 
Oyster  Packing  Co.,  Inc. 

Yoshinori  Ideishi _ 

Yasuo  Gus  Nikaitani, 
president,  Washington 
Wood  &  Coal  Co.,  Inc. 

Ami  Nakao  Kinoshita _ 

Hirosuke  Inouye _ 

George  Nagao  Kinoshita,. 
Tsuto  Koba _ 


Amount 

Date  of  award 

Presented  to 
Treasury 

Nature  of  claims 

$682.  50 

Sept.  8,1958 

Nov.  28, 1958 

Loss  on  real  and/or 
personal  prop¬ 
erty. 

4, 664.  92 

Sept.  16, 1958 

_ do . . 

Do. 

14, 000. 00 

Aug.  18.1958 

_ do . . 

Do. 

4, 891. 08 

Sept.  30, 1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

1,  643.  61 

Oct.  23,1958 

- do _ 

Do. 

1,  850.  00 

Oct.  9, 1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

11, 035.  00 

Aug.  18,19.58 

_ do _ 

Do. 

2,  000.  00 

Sept.  17, 1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

2, 380. 87 

Oct.  16,1958 

_ do . . 

Do. 

2, 380. 87 
2, 380.  87 
2, 380.  87 
2, 330. 00 

_ do . . 

_ do . . 

Do. 

_ do _ 

_ do _ 

Do. 

do _ 

_ do . . 

Do. 

July  25,1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

1, 000. 00 

Sept.  5,1958 

. do . 

Do. 

3, 946. 00 

Oct.  6, 1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

245. 00 

Oct.  17,1958 

_ do . — _ 

Do. 

7. 861. 50 

Oct.  10,1958 

. do _ 

Do. 

12, 264.  76 

Oct.  24,1958 

_ do . . 

Do. 

4, 370. 50 

Aug.  13,1958 

- do _ 

Do. 

11, 320.  50 

Sept.  30, 1958 

_ do . . 

Do. 

952. 00 

Sept.  15, 1958 

- do . . 

Do. 

4, 480. 00 

Sept.  2,1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

3,  268. 00 
1,869.00 

Aug.  1, 1958 
Aug.  5, 1958 

_ do . . 

Do. 

_ do . . 

Do. 

1.431.40 

Sept.  23, 1958 

- do - 

Do. 

8, 141.  74 

Sept.  29, 1958 

_ do . . 

Do. 

41,700.  00 

Sept.  30, 1958 

_ do . . 

Do. 

36, 400.  00 
6,  500. 00 

.  ___do _  _ 

Do. 

Sept.  16, 1958 

- do - 

Do. 

3,  700. 00 

Aug.  5, 1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

12,  260.  00 

July  30,1958 

. do . . 

Do. 

2, 140.  00 

July  24,19.58 

_ _do _ 

Do. 

13,  527.  07 

Sept.  8,1958 

- do . . 

Do. 

10,  000.  00 

Oct.  10,1958 

- do _ 

Do. 

37, 000.  00 

Sept.  30, 1958 

- do . . 

Do. 

65, 000.  00 

July  30, 1958 

_ do . . 

Do. 

9, 985.  51 

Aug.  11,1958 

_ do . . 

Do. 

2, 300.  66 

July  29, 1958 

_ do . . 

Do. 

30,  000.  00 

Sept.  30, 1958 

_ do . . 

Do. 

8.  072  72 

Oct.  8. 1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

18,  905.  61 

Oct.  10,1958 

. do . . 

Do. 

14,  357.  00 

Sept.  30, 1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

36, 305. 00 

Oct.  16,1958 

_ do.. . . 

Do. 

11, 825.  50 

Aug.  18,1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

1, 362. 91 

Aug.  20, 1958 

_ do. . . 

Do. 

2, 305. 69 

July  29,1958 

_ do. . . 

Do. 

25, 000. 00 

Oct.  17,1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

4,  872. 20 

Aug.  6, 1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

8, 380. 00 

Sept.  26, 1958 

. do . 

Do. 
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Claims  settled  by  the  Attorney  General  of  J  apanese-  Americans  evacuated  from  military 

zones — -Continued 


Docket  No. 

Claimant 

Amount 

Date  of  award 

Presented  to 
Treasury 

Nature  of  claims 

146-35-17966 

Fusako  Hirata  Okamoto 

$825. 00 

Aug.  29,1958 

Nov.  28,  1958 

Loss  on  real  and/or 

146-35-18049 

and  Karie  Chieko  Hirata 
Nakamura. 

John  S.  Katano.  __ _ 

7, 675. 00 
1, 489. 00 

2,  978. 00 

Oct.  22,1958 
Oct.  20,1958 

_ do... . 

_ do _ 

personal  prop¬ 
erty. 

Do. 

146-35-18183 

Gene  Matsumoto,  as 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-18183 

guardian  for  the  estate  of 
George  Matsumoto,  an 
incompetent. 

Seikichi  Matsumoto _ 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-18192 

Shigeo  Sumioka _ 

126. 00 

Aug.  8,1958 
July  24,1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146  35-18232 

Edward  Ichitaro  Abo  and 

5, 318. 92 

_ do. . 

Do. 

146-35-18235 

Hatsuyo  Abo. 

Chiyokichi  Natsuhara _ 

3, 376. 14 

Sept.  24, 1958 

_ do. . 

Do. 

146-35-18236 

3,  376. 14 
20, 015. 00 

_ do _ 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-18291 

Richard  Kenitsu  Mura- 

July  29,1958 

_ do . 

Do 

146-35-18342 

kami. 

7, 455. 00 
4, 150. 20 
2, 100. 00 

Aug.  22,1958 
Sept.  8,1958 
Sept.  2,1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-18353 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-19335 

Japanese  Land  Investment 
Co. 

Yasuo  Hamano _ 

. do__ . 

Do. 

''146-35-19453 

14, 250.  00 
250.00 

July  29,1958 
Sept.  15, 1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-19506 

Yoshito  Shibata _ 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-19512 

Yoshikmii  Shibata _ 

250.  00 

__  __do__  _ 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-19513 

Yoshimi  Shibata _ _ 

250.  00 

Oct.  28,1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-19513 

Mt.  Eden  Nursery  Co., 

60,  000.  00 

_ do _ 

_ do - 

Do. 

146-35-19514 

Inc. 

Yoshiye  Shibata _ 

250.  00 

Sept.  15, 1958 
Oct.  10,1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-19590 

Sliigeko  Uno - 

18, 904.  46 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-19931 

Eiichi  Sato _ _ 

13, 200,  00 

July  30,1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-20004 

Masaji  Kusachi,  executor 

6, 960.  00 

Oct.  28,1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-20027 

of  the  estate  of  Eikichi 
Kusachi,  deceased. 

2, 000. 00 

Oct.  10,1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

and  21575 

146-35-20105 

Henry  Shikuo  Hirose  and 

10,  000.  00 

Oct.  15,1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-20375 

Shigeru  Hirose. 

Sugaiehi  Nakao  _ 

571.  50 

July  29,1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-20472 

M.  Paul  Suzuki.. 

647.  50 

Aug.  6, 1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-20647 

George  Shichitaro  Fujii... 

386.  75 

Aug.  4, 1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-20647 

Lt..  John  Susumu  Fujii _ 

128.  92 

_ do _ 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-36-20647 

146-35-20647 

128.  92 

_ do _ 

_ do_  _  _ 

Do. 

Arlene  Hatsue  Sakuma, 

128. 91 

_ do _ 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-21042 

guardian  of  the  estate  of 
Rayko  Fujii,  a  minor. 
Toshio  Sese  _ _ 

3, 327.  97 

Sept.  5,1958 
Sept.  26, 1958 
Aug.  25,1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-21087 

Yasuo  Abiko _ _ 

7,  500.  00 

_ do__  - 

Do. 

146-35-21235 

Takeyoshi  Handa _ 

1,  293.  00 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-21344 

TTmata  Matsushima _ 

18,  760.  00 

Oct.  23,1958 

_ do - 

Do. 

146-35-21350 

182. 00 

Aug.  4,1958 
Oct.  3, 1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-3.5-21457 

Kazuo  Inukai _ _ 

391. 95 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-21468 

\146-35-21469 

(146-35-21775 

146-35-21779 

3,913.  45 
2,  949.  74 
10,  000. 00 
1,260.00 

Oct.  7, 1958 
Oct.  23,1958 

_  ___do _ 

Do. 

_ do _ 

Do. 

Oct.  6, 1958 
Aug.  4, 1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

Shidzuyo  Yasui _ 

. do _ 

Do. 

146-35-21792 

Yoshiyuke  Domoto,  spe- 

7, 733. 64 

Oct.  28,1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-21885 

cial  administrator  of  the 
estate  of  Takayuki  Do¬ 
moto. 

Harry  Hiroji  Kitahata _ 

8, 050. 00 

Aug.  26,1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-22013 

Nobuo  Kobayashi _ 

9,  741. 62 

Oct.  28,1958 

. do _ 

Do. 

and  23148 

Do. 

146-35-22014 

Kikue  Suzuki  Tambara. . . 

2, 352. 03 

Oct.  20,1958 

_ do _ 

146-35-22017 

Mamoru  Noji _  _ 

10,  834.  24 

Oct.  3, 1958 

_ do _ 

Do 

146-35-22018 

146-35-22087 

Kiyo  Ogawa  Kamikawa... 
Charles  Theodore  Taka- 

7,  290. 76 
10, 000. 00 

.  .  .do _  . 

_ do _ 

Do. 

Oct.  6, 1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-22391 

146-35-22393 

146-35-22451 

146-35-22496 

146-35-22497 

hashi. 

7,  542. 59 
7, 476. 33 
2,  728. 00 
10, 000. 00 
2,  750. 63 

Sept.  11, 1958 
Aug.  7, 1958 
Aug.  6, 1958 
July  22,1958 
Aug.  26,1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

Tomoichi  Hirasawa _ 

Renichi  Fujimoto _ 

_ do _ 

_ do _ 

_ do _ 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Rvusuke  Watariabe _ _ 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-22498 
146-35-22579 
and  23391 
146-35-22631 

7,  961. 76 
6, 500. 00 

2, 900. 00 

Oct.  8, 1958 
Oct.  23,1958 

Oct.  3, 1958 

_ do _  ___ 

Do. 

_ do _ 

Do. 

Yoshiko  Fujimoto  Sugi- 

. do.. . 

Do. 

146-35-22663 

y  ama. 

Yukiko  Katayama  Oki- 

6, 113. 53 

Oct.  8, 1958 

_ do.. . 

Do. 

146-35-22664 

moto. 

Tamio  Sumoge,  adminis- 

4,  283. 71 

Sept  10,1958 

. do _ 

Do 

trator  of  the  estate  of 
Yoshio  Sumoge,  deceased. 
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Claims  settled  by  the  Attorney  General  of  Japanese- Americans  evacuated  from  military 

zones — Continued 


Docket  No. 

Claimant 

Amount 

Date  of  award 

Presented  to 
Treasury 

Nature  of  claims 

146-35-22681 

Mary  Hayashi,  adminis- 

*15.  000.  00 

Sept  30,1958 

Nov.  28,  1958 

Loss  od  real  and/or 

146-35-22701 

tratrix  of  the  estate  of 
Tose  Kawakita,  de¬ 
ceased. 

Tsugio  Takahashi.. _ 

500.00 

July  23,1958 

. do_ . 

personal  prop¬ 
erty. 

Do 

146-35-22775 

146-35-22823 

2,  500.  00 
2,  239.  80 

Aug  1, 1958 
Aug  8, 1958 

_ do _ 

Do 

Edward  Y.  and  Eva  M. 

_ do.. . 

Do. 

and  22824 
146-35-22867 

Osawa. 

New  Washington  Oyster 

19, 704. 00 

Nov.  10, 1958 

. do. . 

Do. 

146-35-23019 

146-35-23047 

Co.,  Inc. 

6, 339.  00 
13,  200.  00 

Sept.  5,1958 
July  30,1958 

_  _  _  _  do  _  . . 

Do. 

George  Noboru  Shigezumi. 

. do. . 

Do. 

146-35-23057 

Thomas  T.  Mukasa _ 

7, 246.  00 

Sept.  8,1958 

_ do. . . 

Do. 

146-35-23149 

5, 610.  29 
2, 819.  73 
4, 745. 02 
180.  50 

Oct.  15,1958 
Aug.  26, 1958 
Oct.  10,1958 
Aug.  5, 1958 

_ do. . . 

Do. 

146-35-23151 

_ do.  _ 

Do. 

146-35-23304 

146-35-23315 

. do _ 

Do. 

Masayoshi  Nakao _ 

_ do. . 

Do. 

146-35-23341 

Shidzuyo  Yasui,  as  execu- 

33, 321.  00 

Oct.  1, 1958 

. do__ . 

Do. 

146-35-23381 

trix  of  the  estate  of 
Masuo  Yasui,  deceased. 

7, 059. 01 
4, 432.  06 
6,843.48 

Sept.  9,1958 
Oct.  20,1958 
Oct.  6, 1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-23383 

Tadao  Sato _ _ 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-23385 

Shiroye  Sato . . 

. do _ 

Do. 

146-35-23386 

Ray  Sato _ _ 

2, 458. 31 

_ do _ 

. do _ 

Do. 

146-35-23387 

Oscar  M .  Tamura _ _ 

3,  504.  08 
3,  504.  08 

_ do _ 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-23387 

Harry  M.  Tamura _ 

_ do _ 

. do _ 

Do. 

146-35-93387 

George  M.  Tamura _ 

3,  504.  08 

_ do _ 

_ do. . 

Do. 

146-35-23388 

Masao  Takasumi. . . 

5. 087. 00 

- do_ . 

. do _ 

Do. 

146-35-23597 

Frank  S.  Natsuhara _ 

21,618.20 
8, 764.  88 
3. 000.  00 

Aug.  14,1958 

_ do.  _ 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-23597 

Jack  Y.  Natsuhara. . . 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-23717 

Mitsuteru  Nakashima _ 

Oct.  23,1958 
Oct.  28,1958 

. do _ 

Do. 

146-35-23717 

K.  Nakashima  Nursery 

45, 000. 00 

. do. . 

Do. 

and  23716 

Co.,  Inc. 

16513 

16808 

16809 

146-35-23780 

Moriye  Vernon  Ichisaka... 

7,  550.  52 

Sept.  24, 1958 

. do _ 

Do. 

146-35-23860 

Mark  Masuo  Sumida _ 

19, 176.  61 

Oct.  17,1958 

- do _ 

Do. 

146-35-23865 

Samuel  Takahashi.. . . 

2,  433.  00 

Sept.  12, 1958 
Aug.  18,1958 
Sept.  17, 1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-23875 

23, 771. 00 

Do. 

146-35-23957 

Masahisa  Tanaka . .  . 

2,  494.  00 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-23982 

Hirondo  Kuki,  adminis- 

1, 864. 00 

July  22,1958 

- do _ 

Do. 

146-35-24010 

trator  of  the  estate  of 
Matsusabro  Kuki. 
Tadashi  Yamaguchi  and 

150.00 

Oct.  24,1958 

_ do.. . 

Do. 

146-35-24010 

Misao  Yamaguchi. 
Tadashi  Yamaguchi,  trus- 

14,000.00 

Oct.  27,1968 

. do _ 

Do. 

146-35-24055 

tee  for  North  Coast  Im¬ 
porting  Co.,  Inc. 
Masayasu  Mark  Sese. . 

6, 710. 95 

Sept.  5,1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35-24057 

Oakland  Food  Products 

5,000.00 

Oct.  22,1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

146-35- 

Co.,  Ltd. 

Aiko  Kitahata. . 

7, 406. 00 

Aug.  26,1958 

. do _ 

Do. 

24196-A 

146-35- 

Richard  Chihiro  Takeuchi 

11,  500. 00 

Aug.  18,1958 

_ do _ 

Do. 

24205-A 

146-35- 

Seito  Kitahata.. . . 

8, 234. 60 

5, 000. 00 

1, 210, 170. 37 

Aug.  26,1958 

Oct.  9, 1958 

Do. 

24235-A 

146-35-24399 

Ayako  Nagahisa _ 

Do. 

Total . 
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JUDGMENTS 

Treasury  Department, 
Washington,  February  26,  1959. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budyet,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Stans:  An  appropriation  will  be  required  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  judgments  over  $100,000  presented  to  this  Department,  which 
have  been  rendered  by  the  Court  of  Claims  and  the  United  States 
district  courts,  in  an  aggregate  amount  of  $606,521.75,  together  with 
such  amounts  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  indefinite  interest  and  costs 
as  follows: 

Court  of  Claims:  Payable  from  the  general  fund  (schedule  B) _ $481,  521.  75 

U.S.  district  courts:  Payable  from  the  general  fund  (schedule  C) _  125,  000.  00 

Total _  606,  521.  75 

These  totals  are  itemized  by  departments  in  the  appended  schedules 
However,  the  amounts  shown  may  be  included  in  one  appropriation 
to  be  established  under  Treasury  Department.  It  is,  of  course,  under¬ 
stood  that  none  of  the  judgments  shall  be  paid  until  the  right  of  appeal 
has  expired. 

Very  truly  yours, 

W.  L.  Johnson, 

Budget  Officer,  Treasury. 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House  committee  reported  Interior  appropriation  bill.  House  committee 
reported  second  supplemental  appropriation  bill#  House  committee  reported  bill  to 
^e  REA  independent  status.  Senate/  committee  ordered  reported  bill  to  give  REA 
independent  status.  Senate  debate/  area  redevelopment,  bill.  House  passed  Treasury- 
Post  Office  appropriation  bill.  /Sen.  Carlson  introduced,  and  discussed  revised 
bill  for  two-price  wheat  plan,  /Sen,  Keating  introduced  XkI  discussed  bill  to  provide 
judicial  review  in  suspensions/ of  Federal  employees. 


HOUSE 


1.  INTERIOR  AND  RELATED  AGENCIES  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  The  Appropriations  Committee 
reported  with/ut  amendment  this  bill,  H.  R.  5915,  which  includes  r^ems  for  the 
Forest  Servyfce  (H.  Rept.  237)  (p.  4333).  At  the  end  of  this  Digests  a  table 
showing  th/Forest  Service  items.  The  committee  report  includes  statements  as 
follows: 

Forest  Protection  and  Utilization.  The  Committee  report  states  that\the 
reduction  of  $387,000  is  entirely  in  the  amount  requested  for  Pay  Act  cost 
unde/  this  item.  Total  Pay  Act  costs  included  in  the  1960  Budget  for  this 
propriation  were  $5,734,700,  so  that  this  is  a  reduction  of  6.77.  in  the  amourit 
r/quested. 


2 


Forest  Roads  and  Trails.  ”  The  Committee  recommends  an  appropriation  of 


$ 26 , 000 ,00CTs£br  the. construction. of  forestcroads  andJtrails,  the  same  as 
amount  for  the^surrent  year  and  an  increase  of  $2,000,000  in  the  budg^irequest. 
The  Committee  belxfeyes  that  it  is  essential  to  at  least  maintain  tj>ecurrent 
level  of  appropriations  for  this  item  to  assure  a  minimum  proepam  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  and  management  of\the  national  forests  and  to  expedite  timber  sales  with 
the  resultant  increased  recMj>ts  to  the  Federal  Treasury 


High  Cost  of  Planning  and  Construction.  "Th^dommittee  is  also  convinced 
that  a  significant  saving  can  be  madexphrougb^a  careful  review  of  present  poli¬ 
cies  and  practices  governing  construct iojx^rograms.  Facts  developed  during  the 
hearings  indicate  that  excessive  coste'are  oqing  incurred  in  the  planning  and 
construction  of  employee  housing  aria  other  facilities.  The  committee  feels 
strongly  that  a  return  to  simple,  standard,  inexpensive  construction  is  long 
overdue  and  expects  each  agency  involved  to  take  proSipt  action  to  eliminate 
special  requirements  apdunnecessary  frills.  To  this  ehd^  the  committee  bas 
included  language  inTthe  bill  placing  a  ceiling  of  $18,000vnn  the  cost  of  each 
single  family  emjJloyee  housing  unit  and  a  limitation  on  engineering  and  design 
costs  of  not^to  exceed  5  percent  of  the  total  cost  of  any  construction  project. 
On  the  higher  cost  projects,  .it,  is  expected  that  the  percentage  allocated  to 
plarptlng  mllbe  less  than  this  maximum  allowance.  Appropriate  reductioh\in  th^ 
ir£e  of  the  planning  staffs  is  also  expected  in  the  implementation  of  this'ijLmi- 
tation." 


2.  SECOND ^SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  The  Appropriations  Committee  reported 
with^ amendment  this  bill,  H.  R.  5916  (H,  Rept.  238)  (p.  4333).  Action  on  the 

items  for  this  Department  is  indicated  in  the  attached  table.  Following  are  ex¬ 
cerpts  from  the  Committee  report: 


"A  supplemental  appropriation  of  $100,000  is  requested  for  the  Agricultural 
Research  Service  to  develop  and  determine  methods  for  the  humane  slaughter 
of  livestock.  After  careful  consideration  the  Committee  recommends  that  no 
appropriation  be  made  in  this  bill  to  initiate  this  activity.  This  is  a  new 
program  and  should  be  viewed  in  relationship  to  the  overall  need  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture.  This  will  be  done  when  the  regular  1960  budget  es¬ 
timates  are  considered  by  the  Congress  as  the  1960  Budget  includes  an  in¬ 
crease  of  $250,000  for  this  program. 

"The  Committee  has  denied  the  request  for  an  increase  of  $600,000  in  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service  for  poultry  inspection  in  this  supplemental 
bill.  The  Department  now  has  $6,500,000  for  such  activities  and  an  increase 
of  $3,385,000  is  proposed  for  this  activity  in  the  budget  estimates  for  1960. 
It  is  evident  from  the  testimony  that  the  Department  has  worked  out  coopera¬ 
tive  and  other  arrangements  with  many  processors  whereby  the  public  is  ade¬ 
quately  protected.  Some  plants  are  exempted  from  continuous  resident  inspec¬ 
tion  and  large  buying  organizations  are  willingly  accepting  either  fully 
inspected  poultry  or  poultry  from  the  exempted  plants.  This  appears  to  be 
working  satisfactorily  as  an  interim  measure  and  the  Committee  can  see  no 
harm  in  permitting  it  to  continue  the  remainder  of  this  fiscal  year  until  it 
has  evaluated  comprehensive  studies  now  being  undertaken  by  both  the  Depart¬ 
ment  and  the  Committee  and  until  the  subject  is  thoroughly  explored  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  1960  program  for  the  Department. 

"The  Committee  has  approved  $20,000  by  transfer  in  lieu  of  the  $26,000  appro¬ 
priation  requested  by  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  to  cover  rate  in¬ 
creases  granted  by  the  Federal  Communications  Commission  for  leased  teletype 
facilities  used  for  the  market  news  services. 


-  3  - 


"The  budget  estimate  of  $1,336,754,811  for  reimbursement  to  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  for  costs  of  special  activities  has  been  allowed  in  full. 
The  laws  authorizing  programs  f  inanced  through  this  Corporation  provide  that  c 
costs  incurred  shall  be  reimbursed  through  the  normal  appropriation  process, 
and  authorize  appropriations  for  such  purpose.  The  Corporation's  borrowing 
authority  is  $14,5  billion  at  the  present  time  and  it  is  evident  that  addi¬ 
tional  authorization  will  be  required  before  June  30  unless  reimbursement  is 
made  now  for  costs  incurred  prior  to  June  30,  1958.  1 

"The  Committee  has  viewed  with  considerable  concern  the  fact  that  the  trend 
in  employment  in  Government  is  upward.  The  problem  is  widespread. 

"The  bill  has  $995,000  for  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  including 
$300,000  for  50  additional  positions  to  administer  the  new  Federal  Food,  Drug 
and  Cosmetic  Act  amendments  enacted  by  the  Congress  last  year  which  prohibit 
the  use  in  foods  of  additives  which  have  not  been  adequately  tested  to  es¬ 
tablish  their  safety,  and  $695,000  for  increased  pay  costs  authorized  under 
Public  Law  85-462. 

"The  Committee  has  approved  $10,000,000  additional  capitalization  for  the 
General  Supply  Fund,  a  reduction  of  $5,000,000  in  the  request.  Some  increase 
in  capital  appears  to  be  necessary  as  the  sales  volume  continues  to  rise,  and 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  is  urged  to  continue  its  efforts  to  assist  the 
General  Services  Administration  in  having  agencies  pay  their  bills  on  time  so 
that  such  capital  requirements  will  be  kept  at  a  minimum. 


"Outdoor  Recreation  Resources  Review  Commission.  The  request  of  $350,000  has 
not  been  allowed  for  this  Commission  at  this  time.  The  need  for  special  funds 
in  the  magnitude  of  $2,500,000  as  authorized  for  appropriation  to  inventory 
and  evaluate  the  outdoor  recreation  resources  and  opportunities  of  the  nation 
should  be  examined  carefully. 

*  - 

"The  National  Park  Service  is  currently  expending  at  a  rate  in  excess  of 
$1,000,000  a  year  for  planning,  including  $338,000  specifically  for  this 
nationwide  recreation  planning  activity.  The  Forest  Service  also  has  adequate 
planning  funds  available  and  plans  to  make  an  inventory  and  evaluation  of 
outdoor  recreation  resources  and  opportunities  of  all  forest  lands  and  report 
its  findings  to  the  Commission  by  1961.  In  addition,  the  various  States  have 
funds  available  for  the  conduct  of  a  review  of  this  nature.  In  the  light  of 
this  overall  fund  situation  it  is  believed  that  provision  of  additional  Fed¬ 
eral  appropriations  for  the  purpose  should  be  deferred  pending  thorough  re¬ 
view  of  the  proposed  budget  request  of  $1,100,000  for  this  Commission  for 
fiscal  year  1960.  The  $50,000  currently  available  should  be  adequate  for  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  Commission  pending  this  review." 

‘  .vWith  respect  to  Pay  Act  costs,  the  Committee  uniformly  applied  a  10%  reduction 
against  the  amounts  requested,  and  provided  that  such  additional  amounts  would 
be  made  available  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  "Conservation  Reserve 
Program"  as  proposed  in  the  Budget  Estimate, 

The  bill  also  includes  $44,600,000  for  education  aid  in  Federally  impacted 
areas. 


ELECTRiFTCAIION.  The  Government  Operations  Committee  reported  with  amendment.  , 

H.  R.  1321 /  toameTrd~-Rfcox^anizat  ion  Plan  No.  2  of  1953  regarding  REA  (H.  Rept. 

235).  p.  4333  - .. - 

Rep.  Milliken  criticized  TV A^for” its  award'~crf--a-.lJarge  turbo-generator  contract 
to  an  R«oiJj»w--fir?Tn7^stated  that  such  a  purchase  would  he  hnwi*e_in  the  event  of  a 


-  4  - 


;ional  emergency,  and  challenged  TVA!  s  defense  of  its  award,  PP*  4o29-30 


4.  TREAsWy-K)ST  OFFICE  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  Passed  without  amendment  this  bill, 
H.  r7S5S05.  pp.  4306-16 


5.  OIL  IMPORTS.  Rep.  Boland  criticized  the  decision  to  impose  quotas  on  certain  oil 
imports  ahd  inserted  an  editorial  quoting  Sen.  Aiken  as  saying  this  decision 
would  " discriminate  against  regions  of  the  country  dependent  upon  imports,  en¬ 
courage  price  increases,  harm  our  relations  with  Canada  and  other  friendly  pro¬ 
ducer  nations^  disadvantage  American  industry  in  world  markets  . .."  /p.  4332 


6.  LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM,  as  announced  by  Majority  Leader  McCormack:  Mon.,  Interior 
Appropriation  biri;  and  Tues, ,  second  supplemental  appropriatioiy'bill.  p.  4326 


7.  ADJOURNED  until  Mon.\Mar.  23.  p.  4326 

SENATE 


8.  ELECTRIFICATION.  The  Government  Operations  Committee  ordered  reported  with  an 
amendment  in  the  nature  r.r\a  substitute  S„  144,  to  return  to  the  REA  Adminis¬ 
trator  functions  transferred  from  him  to  the  Secretary^  of  Agriculture  under 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  2  of\.953.  p.  D189 


9.  AREA  REDEVELOPMENT.  Continued  debate  on  S.  722,  tjae  area  redevelopment  bill, 
pp.  4248-81 


10.  REPORTS.  The  Government  Operations  /cmmittee  Ordered  reported  with  amendment 
S.  899,  to  provide  for  the  discontinuance  oy  certain  reports  now  required  by 
law.  p.  D190 


11. 


PROPERTY;  CONTRACTS.  The  Government  Operations  Committee  ordered  reported  without 
amendment  S.  900,  to  extend  the  authority 'of  the  GSA  Administrator  to  pay  direct 
expenses  in  connection  with  the  util i/at ion\of  excess  real  property;  and  S.  901, 
to  authorize  the  GSA  Administrator  to  make  c/ntracts  for  custodial  services  for 
periods  not  exceeding  5  years.  p./D190 


12.  FARM  PROGRAM. 


Daniel  F.  Rice  Grain  Co 
budget,  pp.  4237-8 


Sen.  Young,  N.  Da/;,  inserted  several  commodity  letters  of  the 


discussing  the  farm  situation,  including  the  USDA 


13.  FORESTRY;  LANDS.  Both  Hous/s  received  Utah  Legislature  resolutions  urging  legis¬ 
lation  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  convey  to  a  State,  without 
acreage  limitation,  any  /public  lands  within  the  State  fo^  State  park  and  recrea¬ 
tion  purposes,  pp.  42^3-4,  4334 


14.  PERSONNEL.  Sen  .  Mansfield  criticized  the  disposal  by  Federal  employees  in 
foreign  countries  eft  personal  property  in  excess  of  its  valued  and  inserted 
correspondence  wi/h  the  State  Department  on  the  matter,  pp.  4/26-9 

Sen.  Neuberger  urged  legislation  to  provide  for  the  full  disclosure  of  the 
financial  statjfs  of  Federal  officials  who  earn  in  excess  of  $12,5^0  a  year, 
pp.  4232-3 


15.  MILK.  Sen. /Williams,  N.  J.,  defended  the  quality  of  milk  from  N.  J.  \^ich  is 
shipped  Into  the  D.  C.  area.  pp.  4230-1 

Sen.  /rroxmire  commended  Rep.  Johnson’s,  Wise.,  efforts  for  the  enaetthent  of 
legislation  to  provide  for  the  adoption  of  a  uniform  national  milk  sanitation 
code./  pp.  4238-9 
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86th  Congress  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
1st  Session  j 


Report 
No.  238 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1959 


March  20,  1959. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 

)  - 

Mr.  Thomas,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.R.  5916] 

The  Committee  on  Appropriations  submits  the  following  report  in 
explanation  of  the  accompanying  bill  making  appropriations  to  supply 
certain  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1959,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  estimates  upon  which  the  bill  is  based  are  contained  in  House 
Documents  Nos.  58,  90,  and  95. 

Summary  of  Bill 

>  Budget  estimates  considered  by  the  Committee  total  $2,864,954,526. 
Appropriations  recommended  total  $2,479,522,494,  a  decrease  of 
$385,432,032. 

Title  II  of  the  bill  appropriates  funds  exclusively  for  pay  increase 
costs  arising  from  laws  and  administrative  actions  which  have  oc¬ 
curred  since  Congress  considered  the  budget  estimates  at  the  begin¬ 
ning  of  the  fiscal  year.  Virtually  every  item  in  Title  I  also  includes 
funds  to  finance  pay  costs.  The  Committee  has  viewed  with  consid¬ 
erable  concern  the  fact  that  the  trend  in  employment  in  Government 
is  upward.  The  problem  is  widespread. 
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Title  I 

Department  of  Agriculture 

The  Committee  has  considered  ten  items  for  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  including  four  requests  for  additional  appropriations. 
The  remaining  six,  except  for  the  limitation  on  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  are  for  increased  pay 
and  postal  rate  costs  and  can  be  financed  by  transfer  of  funds  from 
the  Conservation  Reserve  Program  which  the  Committee  understands 
will  not  be  needed  in  that  program. 

A  supplemental  appropriation  of  $100,000  is  requested  for  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Research  Service  to  develop  and  determine  methods  for  the 
humane  slaughter  of  livestock.  After  careful  consideration  the 
Committee  recommends  that  no  appropriation  be  made  in  this  bill 
to  initiate  this  activity.  This  is  a  new  program  and  should  be  viewed 
in  relationship  to  the  overall  need  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 
This  will  be  done  when  the  regular  1960  budget  estimates  are  considered/ 
by  the  Congress  as  the  1960  Budget  includes  an  increase  of  $250, 000' 
for  this  program. 

The  Committee  has  denied  the  request  for  an  increase  of  $600,000 
in  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  for  poultry  inspection  in  this 
supplemental  bill.  The  Department  now  has  $6,500,000  for  such 
activities  and  an  increase  of  $3,385,000  is  proposed  for  this  activity 
in  the  budget  estimates  for  1960.  It  is  evident  from  the  testimony 
that  the  Department  has  worked  out  cooperative  and  other  arrange¬ 
ments  with  many  processors  whereby  the  public  is  adequately  pro¬ 
tected.  Some  plants  are  exempted  from  continuous  resident  inspec¬ 
tion  and  large  buying  organizations  are  willingly  accepting  either  fully 
inspected  poultry  or  poultry  from  the  exempted  plants.  This  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  working  satisfactorily  as  an  interim  measure  and  the  Com¬ 
mittee  can  see  no  harm  in  permitting  it  to  continue  the  remainder  of 
this  fiscal  year  until  it  has  evaluated  comprehensive  studies  now  being 
undertaken  by  both  the  Department  and  the  Committee  and  until  the 
subject  is  thoroughly  explored  in  connection  with  the  1960  program 
for  the  Department. 

The  Committee  has  approved  $20,000  by  transfer  in  lieu  of  the 
$26,000  appropriation  requested  by  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Servic/ 
to  cover  rate  increases  granted  by  the  Federal  Communications  Com¬ 
mission  for  leased  teletype  facilities  used  for  the  market  news  services. 

The  budget  estimate  of  $1,336,754,811  for  reimbursement  to  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for  costs  of  special  activities  has  been 
allowed  in  full.  The  laws  authorizing  programs  financed  through  this 
Corporation  provide  that  costs  incurred  shall  be  reimbursed  through 
the  normal  appropriation  process,  and  authorize  appropriations  for 
such  purpose.  The  Corporation’s  borrowing  authority  is  $14.5  billion 
at  the  present  time  and  it  is  evident  that  additional  authorization 
will  be  required  before  June  30  unless  reimbursement  is  made  now  for 
costs  incurred  prior  to  June  30,  1958. 
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The  bill  also  includes  language  increasing  by  $4,202,000  the  limita¬ 
tion  on  administrative  expenses  for  the  Corporation.  This  is  a  reduc¬ 
tion  of  $467,000  in  the  budget  estimate  and  includes  $2,402,000  for 
pay  act  expenses  and  $1,800,000  for  handling  the  increased  volume 
of  price  support  operations  resulting  from  the  large  1958  wheat  and 
feed  grain  crops. 

An  additional  $13,389,000  is  made  available  to  the  Forest  Service 
for  pay  increase  costs  and  fighting  forest  fires.  The  amount  in  the 
bill  is  made  up  of  $5,432,200  by  transfer  from  another  account  within 
the  Department  and  $7,956,800  by  new  appropriation.  This  total 
includes  the  full  request  of  $8,500,000  for  fighting  forest  fires. 

Department  of  Commerce 

The  Committee  has  considered  six  items  for  this  Department  and 
recommends  appropriations  of  $7,409,950.  This  is  $5,285,343  less 
than  the  amount  requested  in  the  budget  estimates. 

D  The  Committee  has  approved  language  for  ship  construction  in 
Maritime  Activities  which  will  increase  the  limitation  on  cost  for 
design  and  construction  of  a  nuclear  powered  merchant  ship  from 
$18,000,000  to  $18,650,000.  This  increase  will  permit  incorporation 
of  additional  features  in  the  vessel  which  had  been  eliminated  from 
the  plans  and  are  now  considered  essential. 

The  bill  provides  $5,000,000  for  operating-difFerential  subsidies. 
This  is  a  reduction  of  $5,000,000  in  the  budget  estimate.  This  will 
make  $60,500,000  available  for  subsidy  payments  in  the  last  six 
months  of  this  fiscal  year,  including  final  payments  on  some  for  the 
calendar  years  1953  to  1955. 

The  budget  estimate  of  $35,000  is  approved  for  State  marine  schools- 
to  purchase  and  install  ballast  for  the  Maine  Maritime  Academy  train¬ 
ing  ship.  This  is  required  to  meet  Coast  Guard  safety  requirements. 

The  Committee  has  approved  $723,450  for  salaries  and  expenses 
related  to  Maritime  activities  which  includes  $693,450  for  pay  increase 
costs  and  $30,000  for  hurricane  damage  repairs  at  the  Wilmington, 
North  Carolina,  shipyard. 

The  $1,651,500  recommended  in  the  bill  for  the  Patent  Office  in- 

( eludes  $1,368,000  for  increased  pay  costs  and  $283,500  for  additional 
printing  requirements. 

A  supplemental  estimate  of  $19,793  for  the  National  Bureau  of 
Standards  to  liquidate  a  contractor’s  claim  in  connection  with  con¬ 
struction  of  a  radio  laboratory  is  deferred  until  the  matter  can  be 
given  further  study. 

Department  of  Defense — Civil  Functions 

The  Committee  has  approved  $521,500  for  cemeterial  expenses. 
Department  of  the  Army.  This  includes  $100,000  for  the  procurement 
of  additional  headstones,  $300,000  for  wage  board  pay  increases  and 
$121,500  for  other  pay  act  costs. 

Approval  has  been  given  to  the  $5,000,000  budget  estimate  for 
payments  to  the  Standing  Rock,  Crow  Creek,  and  Lower  Brule  Sioux 
Indian  Tribes  for  the  taking  of  lands  required  for  the  Oahe  and  Fort 
Randall  reservoir  projects  in  South  Dakota. 
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The  Committee  has  denied  the  request  of  $10,000,000  to  construct 
additional  electric  power  generating  facilities  in  the  Ryukyu  Islands. 
Funds  were  requested  for  the  same  purpose  in  the  last  session  of 
Congress  and  denied.  An  investigation  has  been  underway  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  need  for  the  facilities  and  action  can  be  deferred  until  the 
1960  budget  estimates  are  considered. 

Department  of  Defense — -Military  Functions 

The  Committee  considered  estimates  totaling  $217,195,000  for  the 
Department  of  Defense,  excluding  civil  functions,  and  recommends 
$164,101,500,  a  reduction  of  $53,093,500. 

INTERSERVICE  ACTIVITIES 

The  budget  estimate  of  $5,000,000  under  this  head  for  retired  pay 
is  not  allowed  inasmuch  as  it  now  appears  that  the  number  of  annui¬ 
tants  on  the  rolls  will  not  reach  the  number  contemplated  when  the( 
estimates  were  prepared.  If  it  becomes  apparent  at  a  later  date  that 
funds  are  required  they  can  be  reestimated  and  provided  at  that  time. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

The  Committee  has  provided  no  additional  funds  for  Military  Per¬ 
sonnel,  Army,  for  the  fiscal  years  1956  or  1957  to  liquidate  obliga¬ 
tions  incurred  in  violation  of  the  Antideficiency  Act.  In  its  report 
to  the  Congress  the  Department  states  that  the  violations  resulted 
from  an  inadequate  system  of  fund  control  in  effect  at  that  time. 
While  it  is  indicated  that  corrective  measures  have  been  taken  that 
are  designed  to  prevent  future  deficiencies,  it  was  testified  that  a 
recurrence  is  entirely  possible.  The  report  also  states  that  the  over¬ 
all  matter  of  improved  financial  management  within  the  military 
personnel  appropriations  is  the  object  of  a  detailed  study  now  being 
conducted  by  representatives  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  General 
Accounting  Office,  Department  of  Defense  and  each  of  the  three 
services.  Until  this  study  is  completed  and  responsibility  for  fund 
control  is  achieved,  the  Committee  can  see  no  reason  to  relieve  the 
Department  of  the  liability  for  these  deficiencies,  which  are  admitted^ 
violations  of  the  law. 

The  Committee  has  approved  $38,160,000  for  Operation  and 
Maintenance,  a  reduction  of  $4,240,000  in  the  budget  estimate. 
It  includes  $22,500,000  to  finance  unbudgeted  costs  incurred  for  activi¬ 
ties  which  arose  as  a  result  of  emergency  operations  in  Lebanon,  and 
$15,660,000  for  the  cost  of  pay  increases  for  classified  employees. 

The  Committee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  of  $3,065,000 
for  the  Army  National  Guard  for  fiscal  year  1958,  and  is  adding 
$10,300,000  for  fiscal  year  1959.  The  amount  added  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee,  it  is  believed,  will  permit  the  Guard  to  continue  its  1959 
program  as  contemplated  and  avoid  any  reductions  in  strength,  paid 
drills  and  the  6-month  trainee  program.  If  there  are  any  reductions 
they  should  be  made  in  maintenance  and  support  expenses  and  under 
no  circumstances  should  there  be  any  reduction  in  paid  drills  and  the 
6-month  trainee  program. 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  195  9 


5 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  NAVY 

The  estimates  included  nine  items  for  the  Department  of  the  Navy, 
and  in  seven  of  them  it  is  apparent  that  the  primary  justification  for 
additional  sums  at  this  time  is  to  maintain  the  program  level  approved 
by  the  Congress  at  the  beginning  of  the  fiscal  year.  The  need  for 
these  additional  funds  is  due  primarily  to  the  added  costs  generated 
by  the  crises  in  the  Middle  East  and  Far  East.  While  a  considerable 
part  of  the  supplemental  requests  are  attributable  to  such  activities, 
and  to  increased  pay  act  costs,  the  Committee  is  not  convinced  that 
the  full  amount  requested  is  needed.  Some  reductions  have  been 
made  in  each  item  and  the  specific  amounts  for  each  item  of  appro¬ 
priation  are  set  forth  in  the  table  at  the  end  of  this  report. 

The  Committee  considered  two  items  for  Medical  care,  one  is 
primarily  to  reimburse  the  Army  for  a  deficiency  incurred  in  fiscal 
year  1958,  and  the  other  is  to  finance  increased  costs  for  the  current 
year.  The  Committee  has  again,  as  in  the  last  session  of  Congress, 
denied  the  request  for  $9,050,000  for  1958  to  erase  this  liability  on 
the  books. 

Although  the  Committee  has  allowed  the  $8,100,000  requested  for 
medical  care  during  this  fiscal  year,  it  is  concerned  at  the  high  cost 
of  caring  for  military  personnel  and  their  dependents  in  civilian 
hospitals,  and  the  high  fees  that  have  been  allowed  in  the  Medicare 
program.  The  Committee  has  gained  the  impression  that  little  or  no 
effort  has  been  made  to  obtain  reasonable  rates  for  fees  and  expenses. 

The  Committee  has  approved  $3,330,000  for  Civil  Engineering, 
which  is  $402,000  less  than  the  budget  estimate.  Included  is  $150,000 
for  constructing  a  hangar  at  McMurdo  Sound  in  the  Antarctic  for  air- 
rescue  activities. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  AIR  FORCE 

The  original  appropriation  for  military  personnel,  Air  Force,  was 
$3,923,073,000  and  the  Committee  has  considered  a  supplemental 
estimate  of  $27,828,000.  An  appropriation  of  $18,728,000  is  recom¬ 
mended  which  includes  $15,127,000  to  cover  increased  costs  resulting 
from  higher  dependency  factors  and  increased  years  of  service  by 
grade  over  earlier  estimates,  and  $3,601,000  for  additional  costs 
generated  by  the  Social  Security  Amendments  of  1958. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

The  Committee  has  included  two  general  provisions  in  the  bill 
which  have  been  requested  by  the  Department. 

The  first  provision  will  permit  certain  military  personnel  stationed 
in  Alaska  to  continue  to  receive  flying  pay.  Under  present  law  military 
personnel  whose  particular  assignment  “outside  the  United  States” 
makes  it  impractical  to  participate  in  regular  and  frequent  aerial 
flights  have  continued  to  receive  such  pay.  Since  Alaska  is  now  a 
State  it  is  necessary  to  amend  section  615  of  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  as  recommended  to  maintain  the  status 
of  eligibility  for  flight  pay  that  existed  before. 
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The  second  provision  relates  to  Section  611  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  which  authorizes  the  use  of  proceeds 
from  the  sale  of  scrap,  salvage  or  surplus  materials,  for  the  expense  of 
disposing  of  military  surplus  property.  The  Committee  has  urged  a 
vigorous  program  for  disposal  of  obsolete  and  excess  material  to 
eliminate  unnecessary  maintenance  and  warehousing  costs,  and 
recommends  an  increase  in  limitation  to  $54,000,000.  The  limitation 
at  the  present  time  is  $49,000,000  and  the  Secretary  of  Defense  has 
stated  an  increase  in  amount  is  needed  if  the  property  disposal  pro¬ 
gram  is  to  proceed  at  a  high  rate  for  the  balance  of  this  year. 

District  of  Columbia 

The  bill  provides  an  additional  Federal  payment  of  $2,500,000  for 
1959.  The  additional  amount  will  assist  in  financing  a  part  of  the 
added  costs  of  salary  increases  which  were  granted  to  District  em¬ 
ployees  this  year,  and  brings  the  total  Federal  contributions  for  1959 
to  $22,500,000.  The  Committee  believes  that  a  larger  portion  of  the£ 
cost  of  pay  increases  can  be  financed  out  of  funds  already  allocated  ^ 
to  the  various  departments.  At  the  present  time  only  $594,000  is 
being  absorbed  by  administrative  action  and  the  Committee  believes 
this  should  be  increased  substantially  and  has  reduced  the  amounts 
allowed  for  each  office  accordingly. 

The  budget  estimates  include  $10,300,468  for  eleven  items  of  oper¬ 
ating  and  miscellaneous  expenses  out  of  District  of  Columbia  funds. 
The  Committee  has  allowed  $8,193,800. 

Executive  Office  of  the  President 

OFFICE  OF  CIVIL  AND  DEFENSE  MOBILIZATION 

The  Committee  has  denied  the  proposed  transfer  of  $3,000,000  to 
implement  a  new  program  of  Federal  contributions  to  State  and  local 
civil  defense  organizations  for  administrative  expenses. 

Federal  help  has  been  given  for  education,  training,  equipment  and 
other  technical  assistance.  If  the  Fedeial  Government  were  to  start 
this  program  and  provide  Federal  contributions  for  administration  and 
jobs  at  various  city  halls  it  would  create  an  independent  bureaucracy/- 
that  would  be  divorced  from  responsibility  to  either  Federal  or  local's, 
governments  which  would  prove  to  be  wasteful  and  this  organization 
would  continually  pressure  Congress. 

Funds  Appropriated  to  the  President 

MUTUAL  SECURITY,  DEVELOPMENT  LOAN  FUND 

The  Committee  has  denied  a  supplemental  budget  estimate  of 
$225,000,000  for  this  fund.  The  Mutual  Secuiity  Appropriation  Act 
for  1959  appropriated  $400,000,000,  and  the  total  fund  availability 
for  the  current  year  is  $700,000,000. 

At  the  time  of  the  hearings  only  $19,400,000  had  actually  been 
disbursed  on  loans.  Obligations  or  signed  loan  agreements  amounted 
to  $409,000,000  and  it  was  stated  that  a  total  of  $685,000,000  had 
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been  committed,  leaving  a  balance  of  $15,000,000.  These  are,  how¬ 
ever,  guess  figures. 

There  is  considerable  doubt  whether  the  Development  Loan  Fund 
can  ever  divorce  itself  completely  from  its  predecessor,  the  old  un¬ 
successful  and  wasteful  foreign  loan  program,  to  the  extent  this  new 
agency  will  be  able  to  make  a  sound  business  loan  with  any  degree  of 
assurance  the  funds  will  be  repaid. 

Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 

The  Committee  has  considered  twelve  items  of  increase  for  this 
Department  totaling  $251,205,000  in  appropriations  and  is  recom¬ 
mending  $228,067,400  for  such  purposes. 

The  bill  has  $1,072,000  for  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  in¬ 
cluding  $300,000  for  50  additional  positions  to  administer  the  new 
Federal  Food,  Drug  and  Cosmetic  Act  amendments  enacted  by  the 
Congress  last  year  which  prohibit  the  use  in  foods  of  additives  which 
I  have  not  been  adequately  tested  to  establish  their  safety,  and  $772,000 
for  increased  pay  costs  authorized  under  Public  Law  85-462. 

The  Committee  has  approved  $25,000,000  as  requested  in  the  budget 
estimate  for  capital  contributions  to  student  loan  funds  in  the  program 
for  Defense  educational  activities  of  the  Office  of  Education.  This 
program  makes  funds  available  for  public  and  nonprofit  private  col¬ 
leges  and  universities  for  long-term  student  loan  funds  to  enable  needy 
and  able  students  to  complete  their  higher  education.  The  law  per¬ 
mits  annual  student  loans  up  to  $1,000  per  student,  and  the  average 
loan  per  student  is  $400.  The  Committee  feels  the  loan  program  is 
the  most  important  part  of  the  Defense  Education  Act  approved  last 
year,  and  therefore  has  recommended  the  full  amount  of  the  estimate 
for  such  loans. 

The  request  for  $50,300,000  to  expand  the  seven  other  programs  of 
Defense  Educational  Activities  has  not  been  approved  in  this  supple¬ 
mental  bill.  An  appropriation  of  $34,000,000  is  already  available  in 
the  current  year  to  get  these  programs  underway  and  the  Committee 
feels  the  Congress  should  proceed  with  due  deliberation  before  em¬ 
barking  on  large-scale  support  of  programs  such  as  grants  for  sta¬ 
tistical  studies,  testing,  and  classroom  facilities.  The  matter  will  be 
thoroughly  developed  during  the  hearings  on  the  $150,000,000  budget 
estimate  for  1960.  The  bill  includes  $20,000,000  for  payments  to  local 
school  districts  in  impacted  school  areas  for  the  maintenance  and  op¬ 
eration  of  schools  as  authorized  by  Public  Law  874  of  the  81st  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  and  $24,600,000  for  assistance  for  school  construc¬ 
tion  as  authorized  by  Public  Law  815  of  the  81st  Congress,  as  amended. 

The  Committee  recommends  $750,000  for  the  Public  Health  Service 
appropriation  Assistance  to  States,  General.  This  includes  $450,000 
for  grants  to  schools  of  public  health,  and  $300,000  for  pay  increase 
costs. 

A  supplemental  appropriation  of  $1,700,000  has  been  allowed  for 
Construction  of  Indian  health  facilities  at  Sells,  Arizona,  a  reduction 
of  $186,000  in  the  budget  estimate.  The  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  is 
directed  to  determine  that  architect-engineering  fees  are  reasonable 
and  that  details  of  construction  in  the  building  are  of  standard  design. 
This  appropriation  is  made  with  the  definite  understanding  that  con¬ 
struction  of  the  hospital  must  be  completed  within  the  amount  pro¬ 
vided  and  that  no  contracts  be  let  which  will  directly  or  indirectly 
require  an  additional  appropriation  for  this  project. 
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The  bill  contains  two  items  for  the  Social  Security  Administration, 
Bureau  of  Old-Age  and  Survivors  Insurance,  both  to  be  derived  by 
transfer  from  the  trust  fund.  The  first  item  is  an  increase  in  the 
limitation  on  salaries  and  expenses  of  $32,090,000  including  $11,295,- 
000  to  cover  the  cost  of  pay  increases  and  $20,795,000  for  increased 
workload  resulting  from  the  1958  amendments  to  tbe  Social  Security 
Act.  The  Committee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  of  $1,210,000 
for  the  second  item  to  expand  the  building  now  under  construction  in 
Baltimore  and  has  increased  the  limitation  on  total  construction  costs 
by  the  same  amount.  The  estimated  cost  of  the  new  addition  is 
$4,670,000,  and  the  balance  of  construction  funds  will  come  from  funds 
that  have  been  previously  authorized  for  the  original  building. 

This  year  the  Congress  has  appropriated  $1,806,400,000  for  Grants 
to  States  for  various  public  assistance  programs.  The  committee 
considered  a  supplemental  budget  estimate  of  $168,400,000  and  has 
approved  $151,560,000.  This  action  does  not  deny  any  benefits  and 
if  experience  later  in  the  year  indicates  that  an  additional  amount 
is  needed  it  can  be  reestimated  and  provided  at  that  time. 

The  bill  includes  $1,500,000  for  Grants  to  States  for  maternal  and 
child  welfare,  which  is  earmarked  for  services  to  children  with  con¬ 
genital  heart  disease  and  made  available  until  June  30,  1960.  It  was 
testified  that  recent  advances  in  medical  techniques,  particularly  open- 
heart  surgery,  have  made  it  possible  to  save  the  lives  of  many  children 
with  congenital  heart  trouble  hitherto  considered  incurable  and  this 
appropriation  will  provide  funds  for  their  prompt  treatment. 

The  Committee  recommends  $199,000  by  appropriation  and 
$151,200  by  transfer  from  the  Old-Age  and  Survivors  Insurance 
Trust  Fund  for  salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  Field  Administration 
in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary.  This  is  a  reduction  of  $9,800  in  the 
amount  requested  by  transfer. 

An  additional  $55,400  by  appropriation  and  $53,400  by  transfer  is 
also  provided  for  the  Office  of  the  General  Counsel.  This  additional 
amount  includes  $80,000  for  costs  of  pay  increases  and  the  balance 
is  for  handling  the  additional  work  related  to  the  Social  Security  Act 
and  Food  Additives  Amendment  enacted  last  year. 

The  Committee  has  approved  $790,000  for  the  White  House  Council 
on  Aging  for  which  a  supplemental  estimate  of  $846,000  was  submitted. 
The  law  authorizes  a  White  House  Conference  on  Aging  to  be  held  ini 
January,  1961,  and  an  appropriation  of  $100,000  was  provided  in  the 
Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  for  initial  planning. 
The  bill  provides  a  grant  of  $14,000  to  each  State  instead  of  $15,000 
as  requested  and  $34,000  for  staff  to  administer  the  Federal  program. 

Independent  Offices 

ALASKA  INTERNATIONAL  RAIL  AND  HIGHWAY  COMMISSION 

The  Committee  has  not  allowed  $200,000  at  this  time  to  expand 
the  operations  of  this  Commission  until  its  program  can  be  reappraised 
and  plans  for  the  future  more  firmly  developed.  The  Committee 
questions  the  need  for  an  economic  and  engineering  study  costing 
$135,000  as  the  Commission  has  proposed  in  view  of  the  wealth  of 
information  and  qualified  personnel  already  available  among  the 
various  Federal  agencies  that  can  be  utilized.  It  can  be  considered 
later  as  a  part  of  the  1960  budget  program. 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

The  bill  provides  $12,000,000  for  payments  to  air  carriers  for  sub¬ 
sidies,  largely  for  local  service  operations,  which  is  in  addition  to 
$40,750,000  already  appropriated  for  this  year.  Subsidies  to  be  paid 
do  not  draw  interest  and  the  amount  provided  will  enable  the  Board 
to  make  necessary  payments,  particularly  since  a  substantial  part 
of  the  funds  requested  are  for  payments  on  cases  yet  to  be  decided 
by  the  Board. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

The  Committee  has  approved  $1,491,500  for  salaries  and  expenses. 
The  $117,000  requested  for  moving  costs  and  furnishing  new  office 
space  in  Washington,  D.C.,  and  New  York  has  been  denied.  The 
amount  allowed  includes  $1,462,500  toward  defraying  the  cost  of  pay 
increases,  and  $29,000  for  travel  expenses  and  processing  workload 
increases  in  the  retirement  division. 

The  supplemental  estimate  of  $270,000  for  annuities  of  Panama 
Canal  construction  employees  and  Lighthouse  Service  widows  has  been 
approved  without  change,  and  the  Committee  has  allowed  $100,000  of 
the  $143,000  requested  for  investigations  of  U.S.  citizens  for  employ¬ 
ment  by  international  organizations. 

COMMISSION  ON  INTERNATIONAL  RULES  OF  JUDICIAL  PROCEDURE 

The  bill  includes  $25,000  for  activities  of  this  Commission.  When 
the  authorization  for  this  appropriation  was  being  considered  in  the 
House,  it  was  stated  that  the  cost  would  not  exceed  $5,000.  This 
Commission  was  created  to  make  a  study  and  recommend  ways  to 
improve  judicial  assistance  and  cooperation  between  the  United  States 
and  foreign  countries.  A  large  staff  should  not  be  necessary  for  this 
purpose  and  the  amount  provided  should  be  adequate. 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

The  Committee  recommends  $1,582,000  instead  of  $1,877,000  as 
proposed  in  the  budget  estimate  for  operating  expenses  in  the  stores 
system  of  the  General  Services  Administration.  This  includes 
$982,000  for  wage  board  and  pay  act  costs  and  $600,000  for  addi¬ 
tional  operating  expenses  to  handle  the  growing  volume  of  sales. 

The  Committee  has  approved  $10,000,000  additional  capitalization 
for  the  General  Supply  Fund,  a  reduction  of  $5,000,000  in  the  request. 
Some  increase  in  capital  appears  to  be  necessary  as  the  sales  volume 
continues  to  rise,  and  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  is  urged  to  continue 
its  efforts  to  assist  the  General  Services  Administration  in  having 
agencies  pay  their  bills  on  time  so  that  such  capital  requirements 
will  be  kept  at  a  minimum. 

CIVIL  WAR  CENTENNIAL  COMMISSION 

The  Committee  has  denied  the  additional  $23,492  requested  for  this 
Commission  as  it  does  not  appear  that  it  is  needed  at  this  time.  The 
Commission  already  has  $76,508  available  for  this  year,  and  an  appro¬ 
priation  of  $100,000  is  requested  for  1960. 

H.  Rept  238,  86-1 - 2 
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CORREGIDOR-BATAAN  MEMORIAL  COMMISSION 

The  Committee  has  denied  the  request  of  $46,000  for  this  Com¬ 
mission.  Funds  have  previously  been  denied  and  the  work  is  cur¬ 
rently  suspended. 

OUTDOOR  RECREATION  RESOURCES  REVIEW  COMMISSION 

The  request  of  $350,000  has  not  been  allowed  for  this  Commission 
at  this  time.  The  need  for  special  funds  in  the  magnitude  of 
$2,500,000  as  authorized  for  appropriation  to  inventory  and  evaluate 
the  outdoor  recreation  resources  and  opportunities  of  the  nation  should 
be  examined  carefully. 

The  National  Park  Service  is  currently  expending  at  a  rate  in  excess 
of  $1,000,000  a  year  for  planning,  including  $338,000  specifically  for 
this  nationwide  recreation  planning  activity.  The  Forest  Service  also 
has  adequate  planning  funds  available  and  plans  to  make  an  inventory 
and  evaluation  of  outdoor  recreation  resources  and  opportunities  of  Z- 
all  forest  lands  and  report  its  findings  to  the  Commission  by  1961.  ^ 
In  addition,  the  various  States  have  funds  available  for  the  conduct 
of  a  review  of  this  nature.  In  the  light  of  this  overall  fund  situation 
it  is  believed  that  provision  of  additional  Federal  appropriations  for 
the  purpose  should  be  deferred  pending  thorough  review  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  budget  request  of  $1,100,000  for  this  Commission  for  fiscal  year 
1960.  The  $50,000  currently  available  should  be  adequate  for  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  Commission  pending  this  review. 

RAILROAD  RETIREMENT  BOARD 

The  bill  authorizes  expenditure  of  $924,300  additional  from  the  rail¬ 
road  retirement  account,  or  a  reduction  of  $102,000  in  the  amount 
requested.  This  provides  $595,800  for  additional  pay  act  costs  and 
$328,500  for  additional  workload  resulting  from  enactment  of  the 
1958  amendments  to  the  Social  Security  Act. 

RIVER  BASIN  STUDY  COMMISSIONS 

The  bill  includes  $80,000  for  the  River  Basin  Study  Commission  for  f 
South  Carolina-Georgia-Alabama-Florida,  which  is  $20,000  less  than  '*■ 
the  budget  estimate,  and  $120,000  for  the  River  Basin  Study  Com¬ 
mission  for  Texas,  or  $30,000  less  than  the  estimate.  Both  com¬ 
missions  were  authorized  last  year  and  started  with  appropriations  of 
$50,000  each.  The  additional  amounts  provided  are  needed  to  enable 
these  commissions  to  effectively  carry  on  their  work  during  the 
remainder  of  the  current  fiscal  year. 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

The  Committee  has  approved  $12,180,000  for  general  operating 
expenses,  including  $11,320,000  for  pay  increase  costs  and  $860,000 
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for  162  new  jobs  to  handle  increased  workloads  in  the  insurance 
programs  resulting  from  legislation  passed  during  the  last  session  of 
the  Congress. 

An  additional  $43,148,500  is  provided  for  Inpatient  care.  This 
includes  $42,089,500  for  pay  act  and  wage  board  increases  which  are 
in  addition  to  requirements  projected  when  the  regular  budget  esti¬ 
mates  were  considered  for  1959.  There  is  also  included  $1,059,000 
for  increased  costs  of  contract  burial  and  funeral  expenses.  The 
rate  for  such  expenses  was  increased  from  $150  to  $250  by  legislation 
passed  last  year. 

The  Committee  has  approved  $6,380,000  additional  for  the  Out¬ 
patient  care  appropriation.  This  includes  $4,094,500  for  employee 
pay  increases  and  $2,253,800  for  an  additional  73,146  medical  visits 
over  the  number  for  which  funds  were  requested  at  the  beginning  of 
the  year.  The  $584,000  included  within  the  supplemental  request 
for  increased  medical  fees  has  been  reduced  by  $100,000.  The  Com¬ 
mittee  has  examined  the  schedule  of  medical  fees  paid  by  the  Veterans 
Administration  and  can  see  no  reason  why  a  new  schedule  of  fees 
should  call  for  any  increase.  The  Committee  is  advised  a  study  is 
now  being  made  iooking  toward  an  increase  in  medical  fees,  which 
the  Committee  does  not  approve. 

The  Committee  has  approved  the  request  for  an  appropriation  of 
$52,500,000  for  Compensation  and  pensions.  Approximately  half  of 
the  additional  amount  is  for  financing  increased  benefits  enacted 
during  the  last  session  of  Congress  and  the  remainder  is  based  on  cur¬ 
rent  experience  as  to  the  number  of  veterans  who  are  expected  to 
receive  benefits. 

Department  of  Interior 

The  bill  contains  five  items  for  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  for 
which  the  Committee  recommends  $16,897,000,  instead  of  $19,522,500 
as  proposed  in  the  budget  estimates. 

The  $3,682,600  recommended  for  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
includes  the  full  request  of  $2,500,000  for  fire-fighting  costs  on  public 
domain  lands  in  the  Western  states  and  Alaska.  The  $1,182,600 
balance  for  pay  act  costs  has  been  reduced  by  $131,400. 

The  budget  estimate  of  $1,000,000  for  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
to  liquidate  contract  authorization  for  road  construction  and  main¬ 
tenance  is  denied.  Based  on  latest  information  available,  the  Bureau 
had  committed  only  $50,000  for  planning  and  did  not  anticipate  any 
obligations  for  construction  until  March.  It  would  appear  that  these 
funds  are  not  needed  at  this  time  and  any  request  should  be  submitted 
for  consideration  in  connection  with  the  1960  budget  program. 

The  $6,960,000  budget  estimate  for  payment  to  the  Standing  Rock 
Sioux  Tribe  of  Indians  has  been  approved  in  full.  This  appropriation 
is  for  rehabilitation  of  the  Indians  whose  tribal  lands  were  taken  by  the 
United  States  in  connection  with  construction  of  the  Oahe  Dam. 
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A  supplemental  appropriation  of  $4,860,000  is  approved  for  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  for  small  reclamation  project  loans  in  the 
Goleta  County  Water  District  in  California  and  the  Roosevelt  Water 
Conservation  District  in  Arizona.  The  amounts  provided  are 
$2,080,000  and  $2,780,000  for  each  of  the  respective  districts. 

The  Committee  has  approved  $1,270,000  for  the  National  Park 
Service  including  the  full  request  of  $200,000  for  fire  fighting  costs 
and  $1,070,000  for  increased  pay  costs. 

The  Committee  has  considered  two  estimates  for  the  Virgin  Islands 
Corporation  including  $650,000  to  permit  expansion  of  power  gener¬ 
ating  facilities  on  St.  Thomas,  Virgin  Islands,  to  meet  increased  power 
requirements,  and  $850,000  for  construction  of  salt-water  distillation 
facilities  at  the  same  location.  The  Committee  has  denied  all  funds 
for  construction  but  has  provided  an  appropriation  of  $125,000  for 
engineering  and  design  of  salt-water  distillation  and  related  facilities. 
Before  funds  are  provided  for  construction  the  law  requires  that  cer¬ 
tain  conditions  be  fulfilled.  The  $125,000  allowed  will  permit  the 
project  to  proceed  with  proper  planning  while  the  other  conditions 
are  being  met. 

The  Judiciary 

The  Committee  has  considered  four  estimates  for  increased  appro¬ 
priations  for  The  Judiciary  totaling  $414,250,  and  has  approved 
$288,900. 

The  bill  provides  $180,000  for  fees  of  jurors  and  commissioners  as 
provided  in  the  budget  estimate.  The  supplemental  amount  is 
necessary  because  of  an  increase  in  juror  and  United  States  com¬ 
missioner  fees  and  related  costs  authorized  by  law  last  year,  and  an 
increase  in  the  number  of  juries  used.  It  has  been  suggested  to  the 
Committee  that  this  deficiency  may  arise  in  part  due  to  the  large 
number  of  instances  where  many  jurors  are  called  and  not  used.  The 
Committee  realizes  this  is  a  difficult  problem,  but  if  this  situation 
can  be  corrected  to  an  extent,  considerable  savings  in  the  cost  of 
court  operations  will  result. 

The  Committee  has  approved  $100,000  for  additional  travel  and 
miscellaneous  expenses  of  the  courts.  The  Committee  has  denied 
$78,000  requested  for  funds  for  additional  lawbooks,  furniture,  and 
general  office  equipment  as  it  does  not  seem  to  be  a  proper  item  for 
consideration  in  a  supplemental  estimate.  However,  when  items  for 
1960  are  under  consideration,  the  estimates  before  the  Committee  will 
be  carefully  evaluated  to  determine  the  overall  needs  for  the  coming 
year. 

An  additional  $91,000  is  provided  for  the  Administrative  Office  of 
the  United  States  Courts,  including  $82,100  by  transfer  from  excess 
funds  in  another  appropriation.  Included  in  the  estimate  for  this 
Office  is  a  request  for  $47,350  to  start  a  study  of  the  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  in  the  Federal  courts  as  authorized  b}^  Public  Law 
85-513.  There  is  also  a  request  for  $107,740  for  continuing  this  study 
in  the  budget  estimates  for  1960.  This  is  the  type  of  item  which 
should  be  considered  in  connection  with  the  regular  budget  program 
rather  than  as  a  supplemental  request,  and  it  is  accordingly  deferred 
until  the  Committee  has  had  an  opportunity  to  consider  the  1960 
program. 
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The  Committee  has  included  in  the  bill  an  authorization  to  transfer 
$247,600  from  the  referees’  expense  fund  for  the  additional  cost  of 
pay  act  and  postal  rate  increases.  The  request  of  $104,000  for  60 
additional  clerks  and  related  costs  is  not  recommended  in  this  bill, 
but  the  need  for  additional  employees  and  other  related  costs  to 
handle  an  increasing  number  of  bankruptcy  cases  will  be  reviewed 
when  the  Committee  considers  the  1960  budget  estimate. 

Department  of  Justice 

The  bill  contains  six  items  for  this  Department.  The  Committee 
has  considered  budget  estimates  of  $16,740,000  for  them  and  has 
approved  $15,837,000.  This  is  a  reduction  of  $903,000. 

The  bill  provides  $973,000  for  Salaries  and  expenses,  general  legal 
activities.  This  includes  $928,000  for  pay  act  costs  and  $45,000  to 
cover  the  costs  of  general  expenses  connected  with  increased  tax  liti¬ 
gation.  The  total  reduction  made  in  this  item  is  $15,000  and  the 
entire  reduction  is  in  the  increase  requested  for  general  expenses. 

The  Committee  has  approved  $2,032,000  for  salaries  and  expenses, 
United  States  attorneys  and  marshals,  or  a  reduction  of  $510,000  in 
the  budget  estimate.  The  amount  requested  for  the  balance  of  this 
fiscal  year  as  a  contingency  fund  has  been  denied. 

The  Committee  recommends  an  increase  of  $50,000  for  Fees  and 
expenses  of  witnesses,  and  that  the  limitation  on  the  amount  available 
for  expert  witnesses  be  raised  to  $275,000.  This  is  a  reduction  of 
$50,000  in  the  budget  estimate. 

Approval  has  been  given  for  the  additional  $9,611,000  requested 
for  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation.  The  entire  amount  is  for 
the  cost  of  pay  and  postage  rate  increases. 

The  bill  includes  $2,671,000  for  Salaries  and  expenses  of  the  Bureau 
of  Prisons.  The  reduction  of  $328,000  in  this  item  is  in  the  request  for 
funds  to  replace  inventories  which  the  Committee  feels  is  not  a  proper 
item  for  submission  as  a  supplemental  budget  estimate. 

The  budget  estimate  of  $500,000  for  Support  of  United  States 
prisoners  has  been  approved.  This  item  is  dependent  upon  the 
number  of  jail  days  and  the  cost  per  day,  and  both  the  number  of 
prisoners  and  daily  costs  are  rising. 

Department  of  Labor 

The  Committee  considered  three  items  for  the  Department  of 
Labor  totaling  $42,604,500  and  has  approved  $41,293,400. 

An  appropriation  of  $720,600  is  allowed  for  the  Bureau  of  Labor 
Standards.  The  Committee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  of 
$240,000  to  carry  out  the  expanded  safety  activities  under  last  year’s 
amendment  to  the  Longshoremen’s  and  Harbor  Worker’s  Compensa¬ 
tion  Act.  It  has  also  allowed  $405,000  to  carry  out  the  Welfare  and 
Pension  Plans  Disclosure  Act  enacted  last  year  and  $75,600  for 
increased  pay  costs. 

The  Committee  has  approved  $572,800  for  salaries  and  expenses  of 
the  Bureau  of  Employment  Security,  a  reduction  of  $57,700  in  the 
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budget  estimate.  This  is  composed  of  $519,300  for  pay  act  costs  and 
$53,500  for  ten  additional  employees  to  handle  the  increased  workload 
under  the  new  permanent  program  of  unemployment  compensation 
for  veterans. 

The  bill  provides  an  additional  $40,000,000  to  pay  unemployment 
compensation  to  ex-servicemen  for  the  latter  part  of  the  year.  This 
is  a  reduction  of  $1,200,000  in  the  budget  estimate. 

Legislative  Branch 

The  bill  contains  three  items  for  the  House  of  Representatives 
totaling  $306,140.  This  includes  $112,500  for  the  customary  pay¬ 
ments  to  beneficiaries  of  deceased  members,  $10,000  for  reporting 
hearings  of  various  committees,  and  $183,640  for  air  mail  and  special- 
delivery  postage  stamps  for  the  first  session  of  the  86th  Congress. 
All  the  Senate  items  included  in  the  budget  estimates  have  been 
omitted  as  is  customary. 

Post  Office  Department 

The  Committee  has  denied  the  requested  appropriation  of 
$171,259,000  for  public  services  on  certain  items  of  expense  as  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  the  Postal  Policy  Act  of  1958.  This  is  a  new  item 
which  has  the  effect  of  making  part  of  the  postal  deficit  an  annual 
definite  appropriation.  The  Committee  can  see  no  real  urgency  which 
requires  that  an  appropriation  be  made  now  in  a  supplemental  bill. 

The  Committee  has  approved  $37,500,000  for  increased  transporta¬ 
tion  costs  for  the  Post  Office  Department  arising  from  increased  rail 
rates  approved  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  This  is 
$3,500,000  less  than  the  budget  estimate. 

Department  of  State 

The  Committee  has  considered  six  items  of  appropriation  for  the 
Department  of  State  for  which  $37,997,297  is  recommended.  This  is 
a  reduction  of  $870,100  in  the  budget  estimates. 

The  bill  contains  $6,664,900  for  salaries  and  expenses  for  Adminis¬ 
tration  of  foreign  affairs,  which  is  $210,100  less  than  the  budget  esti-/“ 
mate  for  such  purposes.  The  amount  recommended  includes  $400,000  n. 
for  additional  communications  expenses  resulting  from  intensified 
diplomatic  activity,  $250,000  for  other  needs  in  the  diplomatic  service 
including  the  establishment  of  an  Embassy  in  Guinea  which  recently 
received  its  independence,  and  $6,014,900  for  increased  pay  costs. 
The  request  for  $141,000  for  additional  staffing  in  the  Department’s 
political  and  economic  activities  has  been  deferred  for  consideration 
in  connection  with  the  1960  budget. 

The  Committee  recommends  an  appropriation  of  $495,000  for 
Emergencies  in  the  diplomatic  and  consular  service  instead  of  $995,000 
as  requested. 

The  bill  provides  $4,943,146  as  the  United  States  share  of  the  as¬ 
sessed  portion  of  the  costs  of  the  United  Nations  Emergency  Force 
for  the  calendar  year  1959. 
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The  Committee  has  approved  $1,100,000  as  an  additional  amount 
for  international  contingencies.  The  request  was  $1,200,000.  This 
appropriation  finances  participation  in  international  conferences  and 
meetings.  All  funds  in  this  appropriation  account  for  1959  were 
exhausted  on  February  17,  and  some  additional  advances  have  been 
made  from  the  Emergency  Fund  for  the  President.  The  Committee 
has  added  language  to  the  bill  requiring  that  such  reimbursements  be 
repaid  when  additional  funds  are  appropriated. 

An  appropriation  of  $931,500  is  recommended  for  the  International 
Boundary  and  Water  Commission,  United  States  and  Mexico.  An 
amount  of  $851,600  is  included  for  emergency  repair  on  the  Bio  Grande 
Biver,  which  is  a  reduction  of  $60,000  in  the  request  for  this  purpose. 

The  Committee  has  approved  $23,862,751  for  payment  in  settlement 
to  the  Government  of  the  Philippines  for  changes  in  the  gold  value 
of  their  reserves  held  in  the  United  States  that  were  caused  by  the 
devaluation  of  the  United  States  dollar  in  1934. 

Treasury  Department 

The  Committee  has  considered  estimates  totaling  $47,364,000  for 
six  items  in  the  Treasury  Department  and  recommends  appropriations 
of  $44,096,900. 

The  Committee  has  approved  $303,300  for  the  Bureau  of  Accounts. 
This  is  $33,700  less  than  the  budget  estimate.  The  amount  recom¬ 
mended  includes  $48,960  for  reimbursement  to  Federal  Beserve  Banks 
for  processing  depositary  receipts,  $81,000  for  postal  rate  increases, 
and  $173,340  for  pay  act  increases. 

The  Committee  has  approved  $3,803,600  for  salaries  and  expenses 
of  the  Division  of  Disbursement,  which  is  a  reduction  of  $171 ,400  in  the 
budget  estimate.  The  amount  provided  includes  $2,260,800  for  postal 
rate  increases,  $829,200  for  workload  increases  resulting  from  Social 
Security  Act  changes  enacted  a  year  ago,  and  $713,600  for  pay  increases 
authorized  by  law  last  year. 

The  Committee  has  included  in  the  bill  $4,481,000  for  salaries  and 
expenses  of  the  Bureau  of  Customs.  The  entire  amount  is  composed 
of  pay  act,  wage  board,  and  postal  rate  increases. 

The  Committee  recommends  $27,595,000  for  appropriation  to  the 
Internal  Be  venue  Service.  The  $548,100  requested  for  postal  rate 
increases  lias  been  approved,  and  the  balance  of  $27,046,900  is  for 
pay  act  increases. 

The  bill  contains  $114,000  for  salaries  and  expenses  of  the  White 
House  Police  to  cover  the  cost  of  pay  act  increases.  The  $16,000  re¬ 
quested  to  expand  the  protection  services  in  the  White  House  offices 
to  the  Executive  Office  Building  was  denied  after  consideration  last 
year  and  is  likewise  omitted  from  this  bill. 

The  Committee  has  inserted  language  as  proposed  in  the  budget 
estimate  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  strike  and 
present  a  gold  medal  in  honor  of  the  high  public  service  of  Boger  P. 
Ames  estimated  to  cost  about  $500  which  will  be  financed  from  avail¬ 
able  funds. 
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The  Committee  has  approved  $7,800,000  for  the  Coast  Guard.  The 
only  reduction  made  in  the  budget  estimate  for  this  item  is  $31,000  of 
the  $231,000  requested  for  cost  of  living  allowances.  The  remainder 
is  composed  of  $6,100,000  for  military  pay  increases  and  $400,000 
which  is  specifically  allowed  for  settlement  of  claims  against  the 
United  States  for  damages  sustained  from  an  explosion  at  South 
Amboy,  New  Jersey,  in  1950. 

Claims  for  Damages  and  Judgments 

The  Committee  recommends  $2,570,198  as  contained  in  House  Doc¬ 
ument  No.  95  to  cover  claims  for  damages  and  judgments  rendered 
against  the  United  States.  The  listing  and  details  for  these  claims  is 
included  in  the  document. 

Limitations  and  Legislative  Provisions 

The  following  limitations  and  legislative  provisions  not  heretofore 
carried  in  connection  with  any  appropriation  bill  are  recommended :  ( 

On  page  7  in  connection  with  Maritime  Activities: 

Not  to  exceed  $18,650,000  of  appropriations  heretofore  granted 
under  this  head  shall  be  available  for  design,  construction,  out¬ 
fitting,  and  preparation  for  operation  of  a  nuclear  powered  mer¬ 
chant  ship. 

On  page  10  in  connection  with  General  Provisions: 

The  limitation  of  $49,000,000  contained  in  section  611  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  Public  Law 
85-724,  approved  August  22,  1958,  may  be  exceeded  by  not  more 
than  $5,000,000. 

On  page  16  in  connection  with  limitation  on  construction,  Bureau 
of  Old-Age  and  Survivors  Insurance: 

Provided,  That  the  first  proviso  under  this  head  in  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Appropriation 
Act,  1958,  and  the  provisions  of  section  209  of  said  Act  shall 
not  apply  to  construction  authorized  under  the  foregoing 
limitation. 

On  page  16  in  connection  with  Grants  to  States  for  maternal  andi 
child  welfare: 

to  remain  available  until  June  80,  1960. 

On  page  18  in  connection  with  White  House  Council  on  Aging: 

of  which  $756,000  shall  [be  available  for  grants  to  States  and 
shall  remain  available  until  January  81,  1961. 

On  page  19  in  connection  with  the  Commission  on  International 
Rules  of  Judicial  Procedure: 

to  remain  available  until  December  81,  1959. 
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Compliance  with  Rule  XIII — Clause  3 
The  following  is  submitted  in  compliance  with  clause  3,  of  rule  XIII: 

PENDING  BILL  EXISTING  LAW 

On  page  11  in  connection  with  Public  Law  85-724,  under  Gen- 
General  Provisions,  Department  eral  Provisions: 
of  Defense:  Sec.  615.  *  *  *  Provided,  That 

Section  615  of  the  Department  of  without  regard  to  any  provision 
Defense  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  of  law  or  executive  order  pre- 
is  amended,  effective  January  8,  scribing  minimum  flight  require- 
1959,  by  adding  the  words  “or  in  ments,  such  regulations  may  pro- 
Alaslca”  after  the  words  “ outside  the  vide  for  the  payment  of  flight  pay 
United  States”.  at  the  rates  prescribed  in  section 

204(b)  of  the  Career  Compensa¬ 
tion  Act  of  1949  (63  Stat.  802)  to 
certain  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  otherwise  entitled  to  re¬ 
ceive  flight  pay  during  the  fiscal 
year  1959  (1)  who  have  held  aero¬ 
nautical  ratings  or  designations 
for  not  less  than  twenty  years,  or 
(2)  whose  particular  assignment 
outside  the  United  States  makes 
it  impractical  to  participate  in 
regular  aerial  flights. 


H.  Kept.  238,  86-1 
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86th  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


Union  Calendar  No.  81 

H.  R.  5916 

[Report  No.  238] 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OE  REPRESENTATIVES 

March  20,  1959 

Mr.  Thomas,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  reported  the  following 
bill ;  which  was  committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


A  BILL 

Making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1959,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 

4  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  supply  sup- 

5  plemental  appropriations  (this  Act  may  be  cited  as  the 

6  “Second  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1959”)  for  the 
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fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1959,  and  for  other  purposes, 
namely : 

TITLE  I 

DEPARTMENT  OE  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Research  Service 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
as  follows : 

“Research”,  $3,666,700,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from 
the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal 
year  1959; 

“Plant  and  animal  disease  and  pest  control”,  $2,180,700, 
to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Con¬ 
servation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959;  and 

“Meat  inspection”,  $1,709,100,  to  be  derived  by  trans¬ 
fer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  pro¬ 
gram”,  fiscal  year  1959. 

Extension  Service 

COOPERATIVE  EXTENSION  WORK,  PAYMENTS  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Cooperative  extension 
work,  payments  and  expenses”,  for  “Penalty  mail”,  $559,- 
682,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for 
“Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959 :  Provided. 
That  of  the  amount  made  available  under  this  bead  in  the 
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Department  of  Agriculture  and  Farm  Credit  Administra¬ 
tion  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  for  “Payments  to  States, 
Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Pico”,  $63,145  shall  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  subappropriation  for  “Penalty  mail”,  and 
$146,000  shall  be  transferred  to  the  subappropriation  for 
“Federal  Extension  Service”. 

Agricultural  Conservation  Program  Service 

AGRICULTURAL  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM 

The  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture  and  Farm  Credit  Administration  Appropriation 
Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses,  is  increased  from  “$24,698,000”  to  “$25,252,000”, 
and  the  limitation  thereunder  on  the  maximum  amount  which 
shall  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  account  for  “Ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses,  section  392,  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938”,  is  increased  from  “$5,025,800”  to 
“$5,385,600”. 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

MARKETING  RESEARCH  AND  SERVICE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Marketing  research  and 
service”,  as  follows: 

“Marketing  research  and  agricultural  estimates”,  $1,- 
144,100,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
for  “Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959;  and 
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“Marketing  services”,  $1,918,600,  to  be  derived  by 
transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve 
program”,  fiscal  year  1959. 

Soil  Bank  Peogeams 

CON SEEVATION  EESEEVE  PEOGEAM 
The  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  Pann  Credit  Administration  Appropriation 
Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses,  is  increased  from  “$16,000,000”  to  “$16,286,200”. 

Commodity  Stabilization  Seevice 

ACEEAGE  ALLOTMENTS  AND  MAEKETING  QUOTAS 
The  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  Parm  Credit  Administration  Appropriation 
Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  which  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
appropriation  account  “Administrative  expenses,  section  392, 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938”,  is  increased  from 
“$6,380,100”  to  “$6,837,000”. 

Special  Activities 

EEIMBUESEMENT  TO  COMMODITY  CEEDIT  COEPOEATION 
FOE  COSTS  OE  SPECIAL  ACTIVITIES 
To  reimburse  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for  au¬ 
thorized  unrecovered  costs  through  June  30,  1958  (including 
interest  through  recovery  date) ,  as  follows :  ( 1 )  $80,800,000 
under  the  International  Wheat  Agreement  Act  of  1949, 
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as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1641-1642)  ;  (2)  $119,270,000 
for  commodities  disposed  of  for  emergency  famine  relief  to 
friendly  peoples  pursuant  to  title  II  of  the  Act  of  July  10, 
1954,  as  amended  (7  U.S.O.  1703,  1721-1724)  ;  (3) 
$1,033,515,000  for  the  sale  of  surplus  agricultural  commod¬ 
ities  for  foreign  currencies  pursuant  to  title  I  of  the  Act  of 
July  10,  1954,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1701-1709)  ;  (4) 
$18,506  for  grain  made  available  to  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  to  prevent  crop  damage  by  migratory  waterfowl  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Act  of  July  3,  1956  (7  U.S.C.  442-446)  ;  (5)- 
$82,250,335  for  strategic  and  other  materials  acquired  by  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  as  a  result  of  barter  or  ex¬ 
change  of  agricultural  commodities  or  products  and  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  supplemental  stockpile  pursuant  to  Public  Law 
540,  84th  Congress  (7  U.S.C.  1856)  ;  (6)  $19,390,100  for 
transfers  to  the  appropriation  for  “Diseases  of  animals  and 
poultry”  pursuant  to  authority  contained  under  such  head  in 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  Farm  Credit  Adminis¬ 
tration  Appropriation  Act,  1958;  and  (7)  $1,510,870  for 
transfers  to  the  appropriation  “Marketing  research  and  serv¬ 
ice”  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  August  31,  1951  (7  U.S.C. 
414a) ,  for  grading  tobacco  and  classing  cotton  without 
charge  to  producers,  as  authorized  by  law  (7  U.S.C.  473a, 
51 Id) . 
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1  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

2  LIMITATION  ON  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES,  COMMODITY 

3  CREDIT  CORPORATION 

4  The  limitation  under  this  head  in  title  II  of  the  Depart- 

5  ment  of  Agriculture  and  Farm  Credit  Administration  Ap- 

6  propriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  admin- 

7  istrative  expenses  of  the  Corporation,  is  increased  from 

8  “$35,398,000”  to  “$39,600,000”. 

9  Office  of  Information 

10  salaries  and  expenses 

11  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

12  $71,100,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 

13  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959. 

14  Forest  Service 

15  FOREST  PROTECTION  AND  UTILIZATION 

16  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Forest  protection  and 

17  utilization”,  as  follows: 

18  “Forest  land  management”,  $12,282,800,  of  which 

19  $5,432,200  shall  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropria- 

20  tion  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959; 

21  “Forest  research”,  $1,003,400;  and 

22  “State  and  private  forestry  cooperation”,  $102,800. 
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DEPARTMENT  OE  COMMERCE 
Makitime  Activities 

SHIP  CONSTRUCTION 

Not  to  exceed  $18,650,000  of  appropriations  heretofore 
granted  under  this  head  shall  be  available  for  design,  con¬ 
struction,  outfitting,  and  preparation  for  operation  of  a  nuclear 
powered  merchant  ship. 

OPERATING-DIFFERENTIAL  SUBSIDIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘‘Operating-differential 
subsidies”,  $5,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

STATE  MARINE  SCHOOLS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “State  marine  schools”, 
$35,000;  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce  and  Related  Agencies  Appropriation  Act, . 
1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  the  maintenance  and  re¬ 
pair  of  vessels  loaned  by  the  United  States,  is  increased  from 
“$149,800”  to  “$187,300”. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$723,450:  Provided,  That  the  limitation  under  this  head  in 
the  Department  of  Commerce  and  Related  Agencies  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  “Adminis- 
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it 


1  trative  expenses”,  is  increased  from  “$6,975,000”  to 

2  566,750”;  the  limitation  thereunder  on  the  amount  available 

3  for  “Maintenance  of  shipyard  and  reserve  training  facilities 

4  and  operation  of  warehouses”,  is  increased  from  “$1,- 

5  400,000”  to  “$1,481,300”;  and  the  limitation  thereunder  on 

6  the  amount  available  for  “Reserve  fleet  expenses”,  is  in- 

7  creased  from  “$6,150,000”  to  “$6,200,400”. 

8  Patent  Office 

9  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

10  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

11  $1,651,500.  '  :  v:  . 

12  DEPARTMENT  OE  DEFENSE— CIVIL  FUNCTIONS 

13  Department  of  the  Army 

14  cemeterial  expenses 

Salaries  and  Expenses 

16  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

17  $521,500. 

18  RIVERS  AND  HARBORS  AND  FLOOD  CONTROL 

Construction,  General 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction,  general”, 
$5,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 
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DEPARTMENT  OE  DEFENSE— MILITARY 

FUNCTIONS 

Department  of  the  Army 

OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance”,  $38,160,000. 

ARMY  NATIONAL  GUARD 

For  an  additional  amount,  fiscal  year  1958,  for  “Army 
National  Guard”,  $3,065,000. 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Army  National  Guard”, 
$10,300,000. 

Department  of  the  Navy 

MILITARY  PERSONNEL,  NAVY 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Military  personnel,  - 
Navy”,  $33,061,500. 

AIRCRAFT  AND  FACILITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Aircraft  and  facilities”, 
$18,000,000. 

SHIPS  AND  FACILITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Ships  and  facilities”, 
$18,000,000. 

H.  R.  5916 - 2 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


10 


ORDNANCE  AND  FACILITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Ordnance  and  facilities5’, 
$3,822,000. 

MEDICAL  CARE 

For  an  additional  amoimt  for  “Medical  care”, 

$8,100,000. 

CIVIL  ENGINEERING 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Civil  engineering”, 
$3,330,000. 

SERVICEWIDE  SUPPLY  AND  FINANCE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Servicewide  supply  and 
finance”,  $14,682,000. 

SERVICEWIDE  OPERATIONS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Servicewide  operations”, 
$5,153,000. 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

MILITARY  PERSONNEL 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Military  personnel”, 
$18,728,000. 

General  Provisions 

The  limitation  of  $49,000,000  contained  in  section  611 
of  the  Department  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act,  1959, 
Public  Law  85-724,  approved  August  22,  1958,  may  be 
exceeded  by  not  more  than  $5,000,000. 
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Section  615  of  the  Department  of  Defense  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act,  1959,  is  amended,  effective  January  3,  1959,  by 
adding  the  words  “or  in  Alaska”  after  the  words  “outside  the 
United  States”. 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 
Federal  Funds 

FEDERAL  PAYMENT  TO  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Federal  payment  to  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia”  (to  be  paid  to  the  general  fund  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated) ,  $2,500,000. 

District  of  Columbia  Funds 

OPERATING  EXPENSES 
Department  of  General  Administration 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  General 
Administration”,  $456,750,  of  which  $7,810  shall  be  pay¬ 
able  from  the  highway  fund  and  $2,000  from  the  water  fund. 

Department  of  Occupations  and  Professions 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  Occupa¬ 
tions  and  Professions”,  $20,450. 

Public  Schools 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Public  schools”,  $3,342,- 
250,  of  which  $75,000  shall  be  available  for  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  vocational  education. 
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1  Public  Library 

2  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Public  Library”,  $152,- 

3  050. 

4  Metropolitan  Police 

5  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Metropolitan  Police”, 

6  $2,062,550,  of  which  $258,900  shall  be  payable  from  the 

7  highway  fund  and  $15,400  from  the  motor  vehicle  parking 

8  fund. 

9  Fire  Department 

10  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Fire  Department”, 

11  $946,550. 

12  Department  of  Corrections 

13  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  Correc- 

14  tions”,  $264,600. 

15  Department  of  Public  Welfare 

16  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  Public 

17  Welfare”,  $750,700. 

18  Miscellaneous 

19  SETTLEMENT  OF  CLAIMS  AND  SUITS 

20  For  the  payment  of  claims  in  excess  of  $250,  approved 

21  by  the  Commissioners  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 

22  the  Act  of  February  11,  1929,  as  amended  (45  Stat.  1160; 

23  46  Stat.  500;  65  Stat.  131) ,  $20,197. 

24  JUDGMENTS 

25  For  the  payment  of  final  judgments  rendered  against 

26  the  Distiict  of  Columbia,  as  set  forth  in  House  Document 
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Numbered  58  (Eighty-sixth  Congress) ,  $30,219,  together 
with  such  further  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  the 
interest  at  not  exceeding  4  per  centum  per  annum  on  such 
judgments,  as  provided  by  law,  from  the  date  the  same 
became  due  until  the  date  of  payment. 

AUDITED  CLAIMS 

Eor  an  additional  amount  for  the  payment  of  claims, 
certified  to  be  due  by  the  accoimting  officers  of  the  District 
of  Columbia,  under  appropriations  the  balances  of  which 
have  been  exhausted  or  credited  to  the  general  or  special 
funds  of  the  District  of  Columbia  as  provided  by  law  (D.C. 
Code,  title  47,  sec.  130a) ,  being  for  the  service  of  the  fiscal 
year  1958  and  prior  fiscal  years,  as  set  forth  in  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  58  (Eighty-sixth  Congress),  $147,484, 
together  with  such  further  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay 
the  interest  on  audited  claims  for  refunds  at  not  exceeding  4 
per  centum  per  annum  as  provided  by  law  (Act  of  July  10, 
1952,  66  Stat.  546,  sec.  14d) . 

Division  of  Expenses 

The  sums  appropriated  in  this  title  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  shall,  unless  otherwise  specifically  provided  for,  be 
paid  out  of  the  general  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as 
defined  in  the  District  of  Columbia  Appropriations  Acts  for 
the  fiscal  years  involved. 
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1  DEPAETMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 

2  WELEAEE 

3  Food  and  Drug  Administration 

4  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

5  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

6  $1,072,000. 

7  Office  of  Education 

8  DEFENSE  EDUCATIONAL  ACTIVITIES 

9  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Defense  educational  ac- 

10  tivities”,  $25,000,000,  for  capital  contributions  to  student 

11  loan  funds  for  which  applications  have  been  filed  on  or  before 

12  January  6,  1959,  and  for  loans  for  non-Eederal  capital  con- 

13  tributions  to  student  loan  fimds. 

14  PAYMENTS  TO  SCHOOL  DISTRICTS 

15  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Payments  to  school 

16  districts”,  $20,000,000. 

17  ASSISTANCE  FOR  SCIIOOL  CONSTRUCTION 

18  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Assistance  for  school 

19  construction”,  $24,600,000. 

29  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

21  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

22  $841,000. 
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Public  Health  Service 

ASSISTANCE  TO  STATES,  GENERAL 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Assistance  to  States, 
general”,  $750,000. 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  INDIAN  HEALTH  FACILITIES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction  of  Indian 
health  facilities”,  $1,700,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended. 

Social  Security  Administration 

LIMITATION  ON  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  BUREAU  OF 
OLD-AGE  AND  SURVIVORS  INSURANCE 
The  amount  authorized  by  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  and  the 
Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  to  be  available  for 
necessary  expenses  of  the  Bureau  of  Old-Age  and  Survivors 
Insurance,  to  be  derived  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  sur¬ 
vivors  insurance  trust  fund,  is  increased  from  “$139,131,- 
000”  to  “$171,221,000”. 

LIMITATION  ON  CONSTRUCTION,  BUREAU  OF  OLD-AGE  AND 

SURVIVORS  INSURANCE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction,  Bureau  of 
Old-Age  and  Survivors  Insurance”,  $1,210,000,  to  be  de¬ 
rived  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  trust 
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fund,  which  together  with  sums  heretofore  appropriated 
under  said  head  shall  establish  a  limitation  of  cost  of  $32,- 
290,000 :  Provided,  That  the  first  proviso  under  this  head  in 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1958,  and  the  provisions  of  section  209  of  said 
Act  shall  not  apply  to  construction  authorized  under  the 
foregoing  limitation. 

GRANTS  TO  STATES  FOR  PUBLIC  ASSISTANCE 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Grants  to  States  for  pub¬ 
lic  assistance”,  $151,560,000. 

GRANTS  TO  STATES  FOR  MATERNAL  AND  CHILD  WELFARE 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Grants  to  States  for  ma¬ 
ternal  and  child  welfare”,  $1,500,000,  to  remain  available 
until  June  30,  1960:  Provided,  That  the  limitation  under 
this  head  in  the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for 
services  for  crippled  children  is  increased  from  “$15,000,- 
000”  to  “$16,500,000”:  Provided  further,  That  the  forego¬ 
ing  amount  shall  be  available  to  and  expended  by  the  States 
only  for  the  purpose  of  providing  necessary  services  to  chil¬ 
dren  with  congenital  heart  disease:  Provided  further,  That 
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the  allotments  made  to  the  States  out  of  such  $1,500,000, 
shall  otherwise  be  deemed  a  part  of  their  allotments  imder 
title  V,  part  2,  section  512  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.O.,  ch.  7,  subch.  V). 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  OFFICE  OF  FIELD 
ADMINISTRATION 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
Office  of  Field  Administration”,  $199,000,  together  with  an 
additional  amount  of  not  to  exceed  $151,200  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insurance 
trust  fund. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  OFFICE  OF  THE  GENERAL 

COUNSEL 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel”,  $55,400,  together  with  an 
additional  amount  of  not  to  exceed  $2,000  to  be  transferred 
from  the  appropriation  “Salaries  and  expenses,  certification 
and  inspection  services”,  and  an  additional  amount  of  not 
to  exceed  $51,400  to  be  transferred  from  the  Federal  old- 
age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund. 

H.  K.  5916 - 3 
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WHITE  HOUSE  COUNCIL  ON  AGING 

For  an  additional  amount  for  the  “White  House  Council 
on  Aging”,  $790,000,  of  which  $756,000  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  grants  to  States  and  shall  remain  available  until 
January  31,  1961. 

INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

PAYMENTS  TO  AIR  CARRIERS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Payments  to  air  car¬ 
riers”,  $12,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Civil  Service  Commission 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$1,491,500:  Provided,  That  the  limitation  under  this  head 
in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the 
amount  available  for  performing  the  duties  imposed  upon 
the  Commission  by  the  Act  of  July  19,  1940  (54  Stat.  767) , 
is  increased  from  “$70,000”  to  “$76,300”,  and  the  limita¬ 
tion  thereunder  on  the  amount  available  for  expenses  of 
travel  is  increased  from  “$472,000”  to  “$486,000”. 

INVESTIGATIONS  OF  UNITED  STATES  CITIZENS  FOR 
EMPLOYMENT  BY  INTERNATIONAL  ORGANIZATIONS 
For  an  additional  amoimt  for  “Investigations  of  United 
States  citizens  for  employment  by  international  organiza¬ 
tions”,  $100,000. 
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ANNUITIES,  PANAMA  CANAL  CONSTRUCTION  EMPLOYEES 
AND  LIGHTHOUSE  SERVICE  WIDOWS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Annuities,  Panama  Canal 
construction  employees  and  Lighthouse  Service  widows”, 
$270,000. 

Commission  on  International  Rules  of  Judicial 

Procedure 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Commission  on  Interna¬ 
tional  Rules  of  Judicial  Procedure,  $25,000,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  December  31,  1959. 

General  Services  Administration 

EXPENSES,  SUPPLY  DISTRIBUTION 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Expenses,  supply  distri¬ 
bution”,  $1,582,000,  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in 
the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the 
amount  available  for  expenses  of  travel,  is  increased  from 
“$132,500”  to  “$160,000”. 

GENERAL  SUPPLY  FUND 

To  increase  the  general  supply  fund  established  by  the 
Federal  Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949, 
as  amended  (5  U.S.C.  630g) ,  $10,000,000. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  OFFICE  OF  ADMINISTRATOR 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
Office  of  Administrator”,  including  expenses  of  carrying  out 
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the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  August  25,  1958  (72  Stat.  838) , 
$72,240. 

Railroad  Retirement  Board 

LIMITATION  ON  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

The  amount  authorized  by  the  Departments  of  Labor, 
and  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Appropriation  Act, 
1959,  for  necessary  expenses  of  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Board,  to  be  derived  from  the  railroad  retirement  account, 
is  increased  from  “$8,450,000”  to  “$9,374,300”. 

River  Basin  Study  Commissions 

RIVER  BASIN  STUDY  COMMISSION  FOR  SOUTH  CAROLINA- 
GEORGIA-ALABAMA-FLORIDA 
For  an  additional  amount  for  necessary  expenses  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  approved  August  28, 
1958  (Public  Law  85-850),  $80,000. 

RIVER  BASIN  STUDY  COMMISSION  FOR  TEXAS 
Eor  an  additional  amount  for  necessary  expenses  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  title  II  of  the  Act  approved 
August  28,  1958  (Public  Law  85-843),  $120,000. 

Veterans  Administration 

GENERAL  OPERATING  EXPENSES 
Eor  an  additional  amount  for  “General  operating  ex¬ 
penses”,  $12,180,000. 

INPATIENT  CARE 

Eor  an  additional  amount  for  “Inpatient  care”,  $43, _ 
148,500,  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Inde- 
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pendent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount 
available  for  expenses  of  travel  of  employees,  is  increased 
from  “$375,000”  to  “$400,000”. 

OUTPATIENT  CAPE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Outpatient  care”,  $6,- 
380,000,  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Inde¬ 
pendent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount 
available  for  expenses  of  travel  of  employees,  is  increased 
from  “$206,400”  to  “$243,000”. 

COMPENSATION  AND  PENSIONS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Compensation  and  pen¬ 
sions”,  $52,500,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 

MANAGEMENT  OF  LANDS  AND  RESOURCES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Management  of  lands 
and  resources”,  $3,682,600. 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

PAYMENT  TO  STANDING  ROCK  SIOUX  TRIBE  OF  INDIANS 
For  deposit  in  the  United  States  Treasury  to  the  credit 
of  the  Standing  Rock  Sioux  Tribe  of  Indians  for  rehabilita¬ 
tion  and  relocation,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  5  of  the  Act  of  September  2,  1958  (72  Stat.  1763), 
$6,960,000. 
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1  Bukeau  of  Reclamation 

2  LOAN  PEOGEAM 

3  For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘‘Loan  program”,  $4,860,- 

4  000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

5  National  Park  Seevice 

6  MANAGEMENT  AND  PEOTECTION 

7  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Management  and  protec- 

8  tion”,  $1,270,000. 

9  Viegin  Islands  Coepoeation 

10  LOANS  TO  OPEEATING  FUND 


11  The  Virgin  Islands  Corporation  may  borrow  not  to  ex- 

12  ceed  $125,000  from  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  for 

13  the  engineering  and  design  of  salt  water  distillation  and 
-14  related  facilities  in  Saint  Thomas,  Virgin  Islands,  as  au- 
45  thorized  by  section  3  of  the  Act  of  September  2,  1958  (72 
16  Stat.  1760) . 
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THE  JUDICIARY 

Couets  of  Appeals,  Disteict  Couets,  and  Othee 

Judicial  See  vices 
fees  of  jueobs  and  commissionees 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Fees  of  jurors  and  com- 
22  missioners”,  $180,000. 

TEAVEL  AND  MISCELLANEOUS  EXPENSES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Travel  and  miscellaneous 
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expenses”,  $100,000, 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


23 


ADMINISTRATIVE  OFFICE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  COURTS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “ Administrative  Office  of 
the  United  States  Courts”,  $91,000,  of  which  $82,100 
shall  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for 
“Salaries  of  judges”,  fiscal  year  1959. 

EXPENSES  OF  REFEREES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Expenses  of  referees”, 
$247,600,  to  be  derived  from  the  referees’  expense  fund 
established  in  pursuance  of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1946,  as 
amended  (11  U.S.C.  68  (c)  (4)  ) . 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Legal  Activities  and  General  Administration 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  GENERAL  LEGAL  ACTIVITIES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
general  legal  activities”,  $973,000. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  UNITED  STATES  ATTORNEYS  AND 

MARSHALS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
United  States  attorneys  and  marshals”,  $2,032,000. 

FEES  AND  EXPENSES  OF  WITNESSES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Fees  and  expenses  of 
witnesses”,  $50,000;  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in 
the  Department  of  Justice  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on 
the  amount  available  for  compensation  and  expenses  of  wit- 
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1  nesses  or  informants,  is  increased  from  “$225,000”  to 

2  “$275,000”. 

3  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 

4  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

5  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

6  $9,611,000. 

7  Federal  Prison  System 

8  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  BUREAU  OF  PRISONS 

9  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 

10  Bureau  of  Prisons”,  $2,671,000. 

11  SUPPORT  OF  UNITED  STATES  PRISONERS 

12  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Support  of  United  States 

13  prisoners”,  $500,000. 

14  DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

15  Bureau  of  Labor  Standards 

16  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

17  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

18  including  $240,000  for  necessary  expenses  for  the  perform- 

19  ance  of  safety  fimctions  of  the  Secretary  under  the  Long- 

20  shoremen’s  and  Harbor  Workers’  Compensation  Act,  as 

21  amended  (72  Stat.  835)  ;  and  for  the  performance  of  func- 

22  tions  vested  in  the  Secretary  by  sections  8  (b)  and  (c)  of 
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the  Welfare  and  Pension  Plans  Disclosure  Act  (72  Stat. 
997)  ;  $720,600. 

Bureau  of  Employment  Security 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$572,800. 

UNEMPLOYMENT  COMPENSATION  FOR  VETERANS  AND 

FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Unemployment  compen¬ 
sation  for  veterans  and  Federal  employees”,  $40,000,000. 

LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH 
House  of  Representatives 

For  payment  to  Herman  P.  Eberharter,  Junior,  and 
James  J.  Eberharter,  sons  of  Herman  P.  Eberharter,  late  a 
Representative  from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  $22,500. 

For  payment  to  Constance  L.  Horst,  Bettie  J.  Butler, 
and  Harry  L.  McGregor,  children  of  J.  Harry  McGregor, 
late  a  Representative  from  the  State  of  Ohio,  $22,500. 

For  payment  to  Edna  Simpson,  widow  of  Sidney  E. 
Simpson,  late  a  Representative  from  the  State  of  Illinois, 
$22,500. 
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For  payment  to  the  children  of  George  H.  Christopher, 
late  a  Representative  from  the  State  of  Missouri,  $22,500. 
For  payment  to  Georgia  T.  Reed,  widow  of  Daniel  A. 

a 

Reed,  late  a  Representative  from  the  State  of  New  York, 
$22,500. 

CONTINGENT  EXPENSES  OF  THE  HOUSE 
Reporting  Hearings 

For  an  additional  amount,  fiscal  year  1958,  for  “Report¬ 
ing  hearings”,  $10,000. 

Postage  Stamps 

For  airmail  and  special-delivery  postage  stamps,  for  the 
first  session  of  the  86th  Congress,  as  authorized  by  Public 
Law  85-778,  approved  August  27,  1958,  $183,640. 

POST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENT 
(Out  of  postal  fund) 

Transportation 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Transportation”, 
$37,500,000. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
Administration  of  Foreign  Affairs 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$6,664,900. 
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EMERGENCIES  IN  THE  DIPLOMATIC  AND  CONSULAR  SERVICE 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Emergencies  in  the  diplo¬ 
matic  and  consular  service”,  $495,000. 

International  Organizations  and  Conferences 

CONTRIBUTIONS  TO  INTERNATIONAL  ORGANIZATIONS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Contributions  to  inter¬ 
national  organizations”,  $4,943,146. 

INTERNATIONAL  CONTINGENCIES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “International  contin¬ 
gencies”,  $1,100,000:  Provided,  That  this  appropriation 
shall  be  available  for  reimbursement  to  the  appropriation 
“Emergency  fund  for  the  President,  national  defense,” 
fiscal  year  1959,  in  such  amounts  as  may  have  been  ex¬ 
pended  from  said  appropriation  for  the  purposes  of  this 
appropriation. 

International  Commissions 

INTERNATIONAL  BOUNDARY  AND  WATER  COMMISSION, 
UNITED  STATES  AND  MEXICO 
Operation  and  maintenance 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operation  and  mainte¬ 


nance”,  $931,500. 
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2  Other 

2  PAYMENT  TO  THE  PHILIPPINE  GOVERNMENT 

3  For  payment  in  full  and  final  settlement  to  the  Govern- 

4  ment  of  the  Philippines  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  June 

5  19,  1934  (48  Stat.  1115) ,  $23,862,751,  to  be  derived  from 

6  receipts  under  section  7  of  the  Gold  Reserve  Act  of  1934 

7  (31  U.S.C.  408b). 

8  TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

9  Bureau  of  Accounts 

40  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

44  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

42  $303,300. 

43  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  DIVISION  OF  DISBURSEMENT 

14  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 

15  Division  of  Disbursement”,  $3,803,600. 

16  Bureau  of  Customs 

17  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

18  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

19  $4,481,000. 

20  Internal  Revenue  Service 

21  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

22  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

23  $27,595,000. 
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United  States  Secret  Service 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  WHITE  HOUSE  POLICE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
White  House  Police”,  $114,000. 

Bureau  of  the  Mint 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Not  to  exceed  $500  of  the  appropriation  granted  under 
this  head  for  the  fiscal  year  1959  shall  be  available  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Act  of  February  28,  1929  (45  Stat.  1409) , 
as  amended  by  the  Act  of  September  2,  1958  (Public  Law 
85-879) ,  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  strike 
and  present  a  gold  medal  in  honor  of  Roger  P.  Ames. 

Coast  Guard 

OPERATING  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operating  expenses”, 
$7,800,000. 

CLAIMS  FOR  DAMAGES  AND  JUDGMENTS 

For  payment  of  claims  for  damages  as  settled  and  deter¬ 
mined  by  departments  and  agencies  in  accord  with  law  and 
judgments  rendered  against  the  United  States  by  United 
States  district  courts  and  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims, 
as  set  forth  in  House  Document  Numbered  95,  Eighty-sixth 
Congress,  $2,570,198,  together  with  such  amoimts  as  may 
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be  necessary  to  pay  interest  (as  and  when  specified  in  such 
judgments  or  provided  by  law)  and  such  additional  sums 
due  to  increases  in  rates  of  exchange  as  may  be  necessary 
to  pay  claims  in  foreign  currency:  Provided ,  That  no  judg¬ 
ment  herein  appropriated  for  shall  be  paid  until  it  shall 
have  become  final  and  conclusive  against  the  United  States 
by  failure  of  the  parties  to  appeal  or  otherwise:  Provided 
further,  That,  unless  otherwise  specifically  required  by  law 
or  by  the  judgment,  payment  of  interest  wherever  appro¬ 
priated  for  herein  shall  not  continue  for  more  than  thirty 
days  after  the  date  of  approval  of  this  Act. 

TITLE  II 

INCREASED  PAY  COSTS 
Eor  additional  amounts  for  appropriations  for  the  fiscal 
year  1959,  for  increased  pay  costs  authorized  by  or  pur¬ 
suant  to  law,  as  follows : 

Department  of  Agriculture 
Farmer  Cooperative  Service:  “Salaries  and  expenses’’, 
$37,800,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Soil  Conservation  Service:  “Conservation  operations”, 
$5,781,600,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Foreign  Agricultural  Service:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
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$232,020,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Commodity  Exchange  Authority:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $61,200,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation:  “Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation  fund”  (increase  of  $297,000  in  the 
limitation  upon  the  amount  which  may  be  paid  from  pre¬ 
mium  income  for  administrative  and  operating  expenses)  ; 

Rural  Electrification  Administration:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $551,700,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Fanners’  Home  Administration:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $1,989,450,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  ap-. 
propriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Office  of  the  General  Counsel:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$240,750,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $186,- 
755,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  foi 
“Conservation  reserve  program” ; 

Library:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $56,340,  to  be  derived 
by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  re¬ 
serve  program”; 
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Department  of  Commerce 
General  administration:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$203,400; 

Bureau  of  the  Census : 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $600,300; 

“1958  censuses  of  business,  manufacturers,  and 
mineral  industries”,  $405,900,  to  remain  available  until 
December  31,  1961; 

“Eighteenth  decennial  census”,  $351,000,  to  remain 
available  until  December  31,  1962; 

“Census  of  governments”,  $28,800; 

Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$665,100; 

Business  and  Defense  Services  Administration :  “Salaries 
and  expenses”,  $543,420; 

Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $193,275; 

“Export  control”,  $113,400; 

Office  of  Business  Economics:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$91,800; 

Maritime  activities:  “Maritime  training”,  $117,450; 
Bureau  of  Public  Boads :  “Limitation  on  general  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $1,381,500  in  the  limitation 
on  necessary  expenses  of  administration)  ; 
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National  Bureau  of  Standards : 

“Expenses”,  $954,900; 

“Plant  and  equipment”,  $31,950,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  imtil  expended; 

Weather  Bureau:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $2,514,600; 
Department  of  Defense — Civil  Functions 
Department  of  the  Army: 

Bivers  and  harbors  and  flood  control : 

“Operation  and  maintenance,  general”,  $1,- 
024,200,  to  remain  available  until  expended; 

“General  expenses”,  $941,400; 

United  States  Soldiers’  Home:  “Limitation  on 
operation  and  maintenance  and  capital  outlay”  (increase 
of  $215,100  in  the  amount  to  be  paid  from  the  Soldiers’ 
Home  permanent  fund)  ; 

Administration,  Byukyu  Islands:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $28,800; 

The  Panama  Canal : 

Canal  Zone  Government:  “Operating  ex¬ 
penses”,  $1,013,760; 

Panama  Canal  Company:  “Panama  Canal 
Company  fund”  (increase  of  $311,760  in  the  limi¬ 
tation  on  general  and  administrative  expenses)  ; 
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Department  of  Defense— Military  Functions 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense : 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $945,000; 

Office  of  Public  Affairs:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$31,500; 

Interservice  activities:  “Court  of  Military  Appeals”, 
$25,200; 

Department  of  the  Army : 

“Research  and  development”,  $8,190,000,  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  expended ; 

Alaska  Communication  System:  “Operation  and 
maintenance”,  $158,400; 

Department  of  the  Navy: 

“Navy  personnel,  general  expenses”,  $2,367,000; 
“Research  and  development”,  $8,994,600,  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  expended ; 

Department  of  the  Air  Force : 

“Research  and  development”,  $8,829,000,  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  expended; 

“Operation  and  maintenance”,  $62,100,000; 

“Air  National  Guard”,  $1,945,800; 

District  of  Columbia 
(Out  of  District  of  Columbia  funds) 

Operating  expenses: 

“Executive  office”,  $27,225; 
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“Office  of  Corporation  Counsel’’,  $39,390,  of  which 
$2,000  shall  be  payable  from  the  highway  fund ; 

“Regulatory  agencies”,  $72,609  ; 

“Recreation  Department”,  $129,900; 

“Department  of  Veterans  Affairs”,  $6,750; 

“Office  of  Civil  Defense”,  $4,650; 

“Department  of  Vocational  Rehabilitation”,  $11“ 
400; 

“Courts”,  $245,250; 

“Department  of  Public  Health”,  $1,409,775; 

“Department  of  Buildings  and  Grounds”,  $105,075, 
of  which  $700  shall  be  payable  from  the  highway  fund; 

“Office  of  Surveyor”,  $8,250; 

“Department  of  Licenses  and  Inspections”,  $120,- 
525; 

“Department  of  Highways”,  $259,500,  which  shall 
be  payable  from  the  highway  fund ; 

“Department  of  Vehicles  and  Traffic”,  $62,400 
(payable  from  the  highway  fund)  ; 

“Department  of  Sanitary  Engineering”,  $909,750, 
of  which  $190,000  shall  be  payable  from  the  water  fund 
and  $281,000  shall  be  payable  from  the  sanitary  sewage 
works  fund; 

“Washington  Aqueduct”,  $96,000  (payable  from 
the  water  fund)  ; 
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“National  Guard”,  $8,250; 

“National  Capital  parks”,  $185,925; 

“National  Zoological  Park”,  $50,775. 

DIVISION  OF  EXPENSES 

The  sums  appropriated  in  this  title  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  shall,  unless  otherwise  specifically  provided,  be 
paid  out  of  the  general  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as 
defined  in  the  District  of  Columbia  Appropriation  Act,  1956. 

Executive  Office  of  the  President 

The  White  House  Office:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$170,030,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
for  “Special  projects”; 

“Executive  Mansion  and  grounds”,  $34,000; 

Bureau  of  the  Budget:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$345,600; 

Council  of  Economic  Advisers :  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$18,000; 

National  Security  Council:  “Salaries  an  expenses”, 
$59,400; 

Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 

Ereedmen’s  Hospital:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$116,000; 

Office  of  Vocational  Rehabilitation:  “Salaries  and 


expenses”,  $115,000; 
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Public  Health  Service: 

“Control  of  tub erculo sis”,  $115,000,  to  be  derived 
by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Promotion  and 
further  development  of  vocational  education”; 

“Communicable  disease  activities”,  $290,000; 

“Sanitary  engineering  activities”,  $441,000,  to  be 
derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Pro¬ 
motion  and  further  development  of  vocational  educa¬ 
tion”; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  hospital  construction  serv¬ 
ices”,  $35,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the 
appropriation  for  “Promotion  and  further  development 
of  vocational  education”; 

“Hospitals  and  medical  care”,  $2,170,000; 

“Foreign  quarantine  activities”,  $240,000; 

“Indian  health  activities”,  $1,854,000; 

“Operations,  National  Library  of  Medicine,  $111,- 
000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
for  “Promotion  and  further  development  of  vocational 
education” ; 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $406,000,  to  be  derived 
by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Promotion  and 
further  development  of  vocational  education”; 

“Grants  and  special  studies,  Territory  of  Alaska”, 
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$23,500,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  “Promotion  and  further  development  of  voca¬ 
tional  education’’; 

Saint  Elizabeths  Hospital:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

$221,000; 

Social  Security  Administration : 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Public  Assist¬ 
ance”,  $186,500; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  Children’s  Bureau”, 
$172,000; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  the  Commissioner”, 
$28,000,  together  with  an  additional  amount  of  not  to 
exceed  $22,500  to  be  transferred  from  the  Eederal  old- 
age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund ; 

Office  of  the  Secretary : 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $162,000,  together  with 
an  additional  amount  of  not  to  exceed  $24,000  to  be 
transferred  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors 
insurance  trust  fund; 

“Surplus  property  utilization”,  $55,000; 
Independent  Offices 

American  Battle  Monuments  Commission:  “Salaries 
and  expenses”,  $18,000; 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$464,400; 
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Commission  on  Civil  Rights:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$27,000; 

Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington:  “Limitation  on 
administrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $144,000  in  the  lim¬ 
itation  on  administrative  expenses)  ; 

Eederal  Aviation  Agency: 

“Expenses”,  $15,424,200; 

“Research  and  development”,  $297,000,  to  remain 
available  until  expended; 

“Operation  and  maintenance,  Washington  National 
Airport”,  $90,000; 

“Operation  and  maintenance  of  public  airports,  Ter¬ 
ritory  of  Alaska”,  $25,650; 

Federal  Communications  Commission:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $700,200; 

Eederal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board: 

“Limitation  on  administrative  and  examination  ex¬ 
penses,  Eederal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board”  (increase  of 
$99,000  in  the  limitation  on  administrative  expenses 
and  increase  of  $400,500  in  the  limitation  on  nonadmin- 
istrative  expenses  for  the  examination  of  Eederal  and 
State  chartered  institutions)  ; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Eederal 
Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corporation”  (increase  of 
$30,600  in  the  limitation  on  administrative  expenses)  ; 
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Federal  Mediation  and  Conciliation  Service:  “Salaries 
and  expenses”,  $228,600; 

Federal  Power  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$427,500; 

Federal  Trade  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$486,000; 

Foreign  Claims  Settlement  Commission:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $49,500,  of  which  $6,480  shall  be  derived  only 
from  the  war  claims  fund ; 

General  Accounting  Office:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$2,020,500; 

General  Services  Administration: 

“Operating  expenses,  Public  Buildings  Service”, 
$3,189,960; 

“Operating  expenses,  Federal  Supply  Service”, 
$255,690,  and  increase  the  amount  which  may  be  de¬ 
posited  to  the  credit  of  this  appropriation  from  funds 
received  under  section  204(a)  of  the  Federal  Property 
and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949,  as  amended, 
by  $134,010; 

“Operating  expenses,  National  Archives  and  Rec¬ 
ords  Service”,  $575,100; 

“Operating  expenses,  Transportation  and  Public 
Utilities  Service”,  $145,800; 
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Abaca  fiber  program:  “Limitation  on  administra¬ 
tive  expenses”  (increase  of  $4,950  in  the  limitation  for 
administrative  expenses)  ; 

Federal  Facilities  Corporation:  “Limitation  on 
administrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $1,620  in  the 
limitation  for  administrative  expenses)  ; 

Keconstmction  Finance  Corporation  liquidation 
fund:  “Limitation  on  administrative  expenses”  (increase 
of  $3,960  in  the  limitation  for  administrative  expenses)  ; 
Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency : 

Office  of  the  Administrator: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $648,000; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Office 
of  the  Administrator,  college  housing  loans”  (in¬ 
crease  of  $43,200  in  the  amount  available  for  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses)  ; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Office 
of  the  Administrator,  public  facility  loans”  (increase 
of  $32,400  in  the  amount  available  for  administra¬ 
tive  expenses)  ; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Office 
of  the  Administrator,  revolving  fund  (liquidating 
programs)”  (increase  of  $47,700  in  the  amount 
available  for  administrative  expenses)  ; 
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Federal  National  Mortgage  Association:  “Limita¬ 
tion  on  administrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $135,000 
in  the  limitation  on  administrative  expenses)  ; 

Federal  Housing  Administration:  “Limitation  on 
administrative  and  nonadministrative  expenses”  (in¬ 
crease  of  $513,000  in  the  limitation  on  administrative 
expenses  and  $2,731,500  in  the  limitation  on  nonad¬ 
ministrative  expenses)  ; 

Public  Housing  Administration: 

“Administrative  expenses”,  $774,000; 
“Limitation  on  administrative  and  nonadminis¬ 
trative  expenses”  (increase  of  $774,000  in  the 
limitation  on  administrative  expenses)  ; 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission :  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $1,371,600; 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration:  “Sal¬ 
aries  and  expenses”,  $3,018,600; 

National  Capital  Planning  Commission:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $18,000; 

National  Labor  Pelations  Board:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 


penses”,  $156,600; 
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National  Mediation  Board: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $22,050; 

National  Bailroad  Adjustment  Board:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $24,750; 

Benegotiation  Board:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $175,- 
500;  '  o 

Saint  Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Corporation : 
“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $13,- 
500  in  the  limitation  on  administrative  expenses)  ; 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $573,300; 

Selective  Service  System:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$1,948,500;  ^ 

Small  Business  Administration :  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  ’ 
$225,000,  and  in  addition  there  may  be  transferred  to  this  ap¬ 
propriation  $630,000  from  the  revolving  fund  and  $64,800 
from  the  fund  for  liquidation  of  Beeonstruction  Einance 
Corporation  loans ; 

Smithsonian  Institution : 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $180,000; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  National  Gallery  of  Art”, 


$116,100; 
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Tariff  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $141,300; 
Tax  Court  of  the  United  States:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $40,500; 

United  States  Information  Agency:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $3,057,300; 

Veterans  Administration: 

“Medical  administration  and  miscellaneous  operat¬ 
ing  expenses”,  $726,300; 

“Maintenance  and  operation  of  supply  depots”, 
$146,700; 

Department  of  the  Interior 
Departmental  offices: 

Office  of  Saline  Water:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$12,960; 

Office  of  Oil  and  Gas:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$32,400; 

Office  of  the  Solicitor:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$228,600; 

Office  of  Minerals  Mobilization:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $12,600; 

Commission  of  Pine  Arts:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$2,520; 

Bonneville  Power  Administration:  “Operation  and 
maintenance”,  $376,200; 
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Southwestern  Power  Administration:  “Operation  and 
maintenance”,  $56,250 ; 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs: 

“Besources  management”,  $832,500,  of  which 
$360,000  shall  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  “Education  and  welfare  services” ; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $238,500; 
Bureau  of  Keclamation: 

“Operation  and  maintenance”,  $831,600,  of  which 
$718,383  shall  be  derived  from  the  reclamation  fund  and 
$63,900  shall  be  derived  from  the  Colorado  Biver  dam 
fund; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $324,540,  to  he 
derived  from  the  reclamation  fund; 

Geological  survey:  “Surveys,  investigations,  and  re¬ 
search”,  $2,911,500; 

Bureau  of  Mines: 

“Conservation  and  development  of  mineral  re¬ 
sources”,  $1,490,400,  of  which  $1,175,400  shall  be 
derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropiration  for  “salaries 
and  expenses”,  Office  of  Minerals  Exploration; 

“Health  and  safety”,  $438,300; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $91,800; 
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National  Park  Service: 

“Maintenance  and  rehabilitation  of  physical  facili¬ 
ties”,  $286,290; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $94,050; 

Pish  and  Wildlife  Service: 

Office  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pish  and  Wildlife: 
“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $24,300; 

Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries: 

“Management  and  investigations  of  resources”, 
$711,000; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $54,450; 
Bureau  of  Commercial  Fisheries: 

“Management  and  investigations  of  resources”, 
$319,500; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $13,500; 
Office  of  Territories:  “Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific 
Islands”,  $139,320; 

Virgin  Islands  Corporation:  “Limitation  on  adminis¬ 
trative  expenses”  (increase  of  $10,800  in  the  limitation  for 
administrative  expenses)  ; 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$185,940; 

The  Judiciary 

Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States: 


“Salaries”,  $70,000; 
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“Care  of  the  building  and  grounds”,  $7,200; 

“Automobile  for  the  Chief  Justice”,  $465; 

0 

Customs  Court:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $38,680; 

Court  of  Claims:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $28,900; 

Courts  of  appeals,  district  courts,  and  other  judicial 
services:  “Salaries  of  supporting  personnel”,  $1,939,300,  of 
which  $67,900  shall  he  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  “Salaries  of  judges”; 

Depaktment  of  Justice 

Legal  activities  and  general  administration: 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  general  administration”, 

$304,000; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  Antitrust  Division”,  $338,- 

000; 

Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $4,208,000; 

Federal  Prison  System:  Federal  Prison  Industries,  In¬ 
corporated:  “Limitation  on  administrative  and  vocational 
training  expenses”  (increase  of  $32,000  in  the  limitation 
on  administrative  expenses  and  $50,000  in  the  limitation 
on  vocational  training  expenses )  ; 

Office  of  Alien  Property:  “Limitation  on  salaries  and 
expenses”  (increase  of  $200,000  in  the  limitation  on  gen¬ 
eral  administrative  expenses)  ; 
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Department  of  Labor 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$112,500; 

Office  of  the  Solicitor:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $190,- 
800; 

Bureau  of  Veterans’  Beemployment  Eights:  “Salaries 
and  expenses”,  $41,400; 

Bureau  of  Apprenticeship  and  Training:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $292,500; 

Bureau  of  Employment  Security: 

“Compliance  activities,  Mexican  farm  labor  pro¬ 
gram”,  $35,100; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  Mexican  farm  labor  pro¬ 
gram”,  $117,000,  to  he  derived  by  transfer  from  the  farm 

labor  supply  revolving  fund; 

Bureau  of  Employees’  Compensation:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $231,300,  together  with  an  additional  amount  of 
not  to  exceed  $3,690  to  he  derived  from  the  fund  created 
by  section  44  of  the  Longshoremen’s  and  Harbor  Workers’ 
Compensation  Act,  as  amended ; 

Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$535,500; 

Women’s  Bureau:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $39,600; 

Wage  and  Hour  Division:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$825,300; 
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Legislative  Branch 
House  of  Representatives: 

“Salaries,  officers  and  employees”,  $547,395; 
“Members’  clerk  hire”,  $1,425,000; 

Contingent  expenses  of  the  House : 

“Furniture”,  $12,663; 

“Miscellaneous  items”,  $123,500; 

“Special  and  select  committees”,  $200,000; 
“Joint  Committee  on  Internal  Revenue  Taxa¬ 
tion”,  $24,000  ; 

“Office  of  the  Coordinator  of  Information”, 
$9,175; 

“Folding  documents”,  $20,000; 

“Revision  of  laws”,  $1,650; 

“Speaker’s  automobile”,  $625; 

“Majority  leader’s  automobile”,  $625 ; 
“Minority  leader’s  automobile”,  $525  ; 

Capitol  Police:  “Capitol  Police  Board”,  $16,340; 
“Education  of  Senate  and  House  pages”,  $8,415; 
Architect  of  the  Capitol: 

Office  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol:  “Salaries”, 
$16,150; 

Capitol  buildings  and  grounds : 

“Capitol  buildings”,  $39,900; 

“Capitol  grounds”,  $11,875; 
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1  “Legislative  garage”,  $2,280; 

2  “House  office  buildings”,  $52,250; 

3  Library  buildings  and  grounds:  “Structural  and 

4  mechanical  care”,  $15,200; 

5  Botanic  Garden:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $14,250; 

6  Library  of  Congress  : 

7  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $548,300; 

8  Copyright  Office:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

9  $123,200; 

10  Legislative  Reference  Service:  “Salaries  and  ex- 

11  penses”,  $125,300; 

12  Distribution  of  catalog  cards:  “Salaries  and  ex- 

13  penses”,  $101,100; 

14  Books  for  the  blind:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

15  $12,900; 

16  Organizing  and  microfilming  the  papers  of  the  Presi- 

17  dents:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $6,800; 

18  Government  Printing  Office:  Office  of  Superintendent 

19  of  Documents:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $168,150; 

20  Post  Office  Department 

21  (Out  of  postal  fund) 

22  “Administration,  regional  operation,  and  research”,  $4,- 

23  823,100; 

24  “Operations”,  $203,220,000; 

“Facilities”,  $600,300; 
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1  Department  of  State 

2  International  organizations  and  conferences:  “Missions 

3  to  international  organizations’ V  $98,200; 

4  International  commissions: 

5  International  Boundary  and  Water  Commission, 

6  United  States  and  Mexico:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

7  -  $49,000;  is  ; 

8  “American  sections,  international  commissions”, 

9  $16,800; 

10  “International  fisheries  commissions”,  $18,800; 

11  “Passamaquoddy  tidal  power  survey,  $6,600,  to 

12  remain  available  until  expended; 

13  Educational  exchange:  “International  educational  ex- 

14  change  activities”,  $300,000; 

15  Treasury  Department 

16  Office  of  the  Secretary:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $222,- 

17  750; 

18  Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt:  “Administering  the  public 

19  debt”,  $1,332,900; 

20  Bureau  of  Narcotics:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $260,550; 

21  United  States  Secret  Service: 

22  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $271,350; 

23  “Salaries  and  expenses,  guard  force”,  $22,500; 
Coast  Guard:  “Betired  pay”,  $700,000. 
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1  General  Provision 

2  Sec.  201.  Except  where  specifically  increased  or  de¬ 
ft  creased  elsewhere  in  this  Act,  the  restrictions  contained 

4  within  appropriations,  or  provisions  affecting  appropriations 

5  or  other  funds,  available  during  the  fiscal  year  1959,  limiting 

6  the  amounts  which  may  be  expended  for  personal  services, 

7  or  for  purposes  involving  personal  services,  or  amounts  which 

8  may  be  transferred  between  appropriations  or  authorizations 

9  available  for  or  involving  such  services,  are  hereby  increased 

10  to  the  extent  necessary  to  meet  increased  pay  costs  author- 

11  ized  by  or  pursuant  to  law. 
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CONGRESSIONA 
PROCEEDINGS 

OF  INTEREST  TO  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
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HIGHLIGHTS :  House  passed  s 

second  supplemental 

appropriation  bill.  Senate  com 

tidtfcee 

retorted  bill  to  give  REA  independent  status.  Senate  committee  reported  bill  tX  in- 
:ase  special  milk  program.  Sen,  Langer  introduced  and  discussed  bill  to  extern 
L.  480  for  five  years. 

HOUSE 


1.  APPROPRIATIONS.  Passed  with  amendments  H,  R.  5916,  the  second  supplemental 

appropriation  bill  for  1959.  pp.  4539-81 

Agreed  to  the  following  amendments: 

By  Rep.  Rooney,  183  to  59,  to  provide  an  additional  $100,000,000  for  advances 
to  the  Development  Loan  Fund  for  the  foreign  aid  program,  pp.  4556-60,  4581 

By  Speaker  Rayburn  to  provide  an  additional  $100,000  for  the  Outdoor  Recreation 
Resources  Review  Commission,  pp.  4568-9 

Rejected  an  amendment  by  Rep.  McGovern  which  would  have  reduced  the  item  for 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  from  $186,755  to  $112,053. 
p.  4578 

A  point  of  order  was  sustained  against  an  amendment  by  Rep.  Durham  which  would 
have  provided  an  additional  $3  million  in  Federal  contributions  to  States 
for  civil  defense  purposes,  p.  4576 


2. 


FORESTRY.  Both  Houses  received  from  this  Department  a  report,  "Program  for  the^ 
National  Forests";  to  H.  Agriculture  and  S.  Agriculture  and  Forestry  and  Interij 
and  Iiieular  Affairs  Committees,  pp.  4538,  4591,  A2607-12 


3.  MINIMUM  WAGES.  Bep„  Rodino  urged  enactment  of  legislation  to  increase  the 
national  minimum  wage  to  $1,25.  PP»  4581-2 


4.  UNEMPLOYMENT 0  \Rep.  Dingell  expressed  his  concern  over  the  unemployment/situation 
and  urged  enactment  of  legislation  for  Federal  assistance  to  economically  de¬ 
pressed  areas.  \>.  4587 


5.  K)STAL  RATES,  The  Rost  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  repor^d  with  amend¬ 
ment  H.  R,  4595,  to>clarify  and  make  uniform  certain  provision/  of  law  relating 
to  special  postage  ra\es  for  educational,  cultural,  and  library  materials 
(H.  Rept.  252).  p.  45V 


SENATE 


6.  SCHOOL  MILK.  The  Agriculture  ^nd  Forestry  Committee  reported  without  amendment  ( 
H.  R.  5247,  to  increase  by  $3^00,000  the  authorized  maximum  expenditure  for  the- 
fiscal  year  1959  under  the  special  milk  program  ^S.  Rept.  143).  p.  4496 


7.  ELECTRIFICATION.  The  Government  Operations  Com/ittee  reported  with  amendments 
S.  144,  to  amend  Reorganization  PlaV^No.  2  o^ir  1953  so  as  to  exempt  REA  from  the 
plan. (S? .Rept*  142).  p.  4496 


8.  WATER  RESOURCES.  The  Interior  and  InsulA/  Affairs  Committee  reported  with  amend¬ 
ments  S.  Res.  48,  establishing  a  committee  to  study  the  matter  of  the  develop¬ 
ment  and  coordination  of  water  resources  (X.  Rept.  145)  .  p.  4496 


9. 


INTERGOVERNMENTAL  RELATIONS.  Sen. /Humphrey  ur&ed  support  of  S.  910  which  would 
establish  a  5-year  program  of  payments  in  lieu^of  taxes  to  local  governments 
who  have  suffered  losses  because  of  immunity  of yederal  property,  and  inserted 
a  statement  favoring  the  bil^k.  pp.  4502-4 

10.  BUDGET.  Sen.  Bush  inserte/  an  editorial  criticizing  Vhe  Democrats  for  playing 
"bookkeeping  games"  and /^politics"  with  the  President^  budget,  pp.  4515-6 


11. 


ECONOMIC  POLICY.  Sen,/ Bennett  criticized  a  speech  by  Sen\Gore  for  not  mention¬ 
ing  the  preservation  of  the  free  enterprise  system,  for  proposing  "restrictions 
on  the  economy"  a jta  for  accusing  Republicans  of  using  "high\interest  rates  to 
injure  ...  Democrats."  pp.  4519-29 

// 

12.  GOVERNMENT  ETH^S.  Agreed  to  H.  Con.  Res.  15,  providing  for  the  printing  of  the 
"Code  of  Ethics  for  Government  Service"  as  a  House  document,  p.  X536 


13.  ADMINISTB/tlON;  PROPERTY.  The  Government  Operations  Committee  reported  without 
amendment  S.  $00,  to  extend  the  authority  of  GSA  to  pay  direct  expenses  in 
connection  with  the-utilization  of  excess  real  property.  (S,  Rept.  138^ 

p.  ,$496  /without  amendment'' 

The  Government  Operations  Committee  reported  S*  901/,  to  authorize  GbA 

ake  contracts  for  cleaning  and  custodial  services  for  periods  not  exceed 
1>  years  (S.  Rept.  139).  p.  4496 


House  of  Representatives 


The  HouseSmet  at  12  o’clock  noon. 
Rev.  CharleVw.  Holland,  Jr.,  Foun¬ 
tain  Memorial  Bimtist  Church,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  offered  \he  following  prayer: 

The  Psalmist  halKsaid,  Psalms  55:  22: 
Cast  thy  burden  upon  the  Lord,  and  He 
shall  sustain  thee:  He^hall  never  suffer 
the  righteous  to  be  move 
Gracious,  eternal,  andNmerciful  God, 
our  Father,  we  thank  Thee  for  the  prom¬ 
ise  we  have  just  read  fronkThy  Holy 
Guide,  the  Bible.  We  knowvthat  this 
promise  is  made  on  the  premie  that 
men  have  experienced  regenerate 

We  realize,  dear  Heavenly  Fathei\that 
sometimes  we  become  so  engrossed  about 
our  own  spiritual  poverty  that  we  fc 
get  that  our  Representatives  hav> 
anxieties,  personal  problems  in  the ' 
home,  and  spiritual  needs. 

Help  each  person  in  this  great  body  to 
place  himself  in  position  to  receive  the 
promise  made  in  the  Psalm  we  read. 

This  we  ask  in  Thy  name.  Amen. 


Tuesday,  March  24,  1959 

The  SPEAKER.  On  this  rollcall  386 
Members  have  answered  to  their  names, 
a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 


CORRECTION  OF  ROLLCALL 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  yesterday 
on  rollcall  No.  22  I  voted  “yea.”  I  am 
recorded  as  having  voted  “nay.”  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  permanent^ 
Record  and  the  Journal  be  correcte 
accordingly. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objectic  ,  it 
is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 


THE  JOURNAL 


The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
yesterday  was  read  and  approved. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
McGown,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced 
that  the  Senate  had  passed  a  bill  of  the 
following  title,  in  which  the  concurrence 
of  the  House  is  requested: 

S.  722.  An  act  to  establish  an  effective  pro¬ 
gram  to  alleviate  conditions  of  substantial 
and  persistent  unemployment  and  under¬ 
employment  in  certain  economically  de¬ 
pressed  areas. 


CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan^  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  make  the  point  of  or^fer  that 
a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Ifyf.  Speaker,  I 
move  a  call  of  the  House- 

A  call  of  the  House  vras  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Members  i/iled  to  answer  to 
their  names: 

[Rofl  No.  23] 

Aspinall  Fbfod  Polk 

Bass,  Tenn.  gfynt  Porter 

Breeding  /Prelinghuysen  Powell 
BroyhiU  /Hall  Riley 

Buckley  /  Hosmer  St.  George 

Carnahan  /  Johnson,  Colo.  Short 

Carter  /  Keith  Taylor 

Celler  /  Lafore  Vinson 

Clark  /  McDonough  Weis 

Coffin/  Martin  Willis 

Dawson  Multer  Withrow 

Dingell  Osmers 

FUio  Phil  bin 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRI¬ 
ATION  BILL,  1959 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.R.  5916)  making  supple¬ 
mental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1959,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses;  and  pending  that  motion,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
general  debate  be  limited  to  3  hours,  one- 
half  of  that  time  to  be  controlled  by  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa,  Mr.  Jensen,  and 
one-half  by  myself. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
'the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
‘from  Texas. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  H.R.  5916,  with  Mr. 
Boggs  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read¬ 
ing  of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
20  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  [Mi-.  Cannon]. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do 
not  believe  there  will  be  a  war  over  the 
pending  Berlin  controversy,  but  no  one 
can  be  certain  about  it.  Khrushchev  has 
issued  an  ultimatum.  He  has  given  us 
until  May  27  to  get  out  of  Berlin  and  to 
stand  not  on  the  order  of  our  going. 
President  Eisenhower  has  told  the  Ameri¬ 
can  public  and  the  world  that  we  will  not 
yield  an  inch  on  the  fundamental  prin¬ 
ciples  involved.  There  we  are. 

This  impasse  is  tempered,  perhaps,  by 
the  prospect  of  a  summit  conference, 


but  conference  or  no  conference,  back  of 
it  all  is  the  implacable  situation  in  which 
Khrushchev  finds  himself  in  East  Berlin 
and  East  Germany. 

The  humiliating  contrast  between  the 
economies  of  East  and  West  Berlin  and 
East  and  West  Germany  is  graphically 
and  mercilessly  demonstrating  the  fail¬ 
ure  of  communism  in  actual  practice  and 
is  weakening  the  hold  of  the  Kremlin 
on  the  other  Russian  satellites. 

The  rapidly  growing  divergence  be¬ 
tween  the  free  economy  of  West  Berlin 
and  the  communistic  paralysis  of  East 
Berlin  is  now  becoming  so  obvious  that 
it  can  no  longer  be  concealed  or  ex¬ 
plained,  and  Khrushchev  is  under  the 
desperate  necessity  of  bringing  it  to  an 
end  at  almost  any  cost,  even  at  the  cost 
of  war  or  the  risk  of  war. 

On  the  other  hand.  West  Berlin  has 
become  a  symbol  of  freedom  all  over  the 
world  and  cannot  be  abandoned  by  the 
allies  without  conceding  utter  defeat. 
And  the  President  has  announced  un¬ 
equivocally  that  we  have  no  intention  of 
deserting  a  free  people. 

Even  a  summit  conference  will  prove 
futile  to  Khrushchev  unless  he  succeeds 
in  getting  West  Germany  out  of  NATO 
and  unless  he  gets  American  troops  off 
the  European  Continent.  He  must  get 
rid  of  the  American  troops  or  he  must 
concede  before  the  world  the  utter  fail¬ 
ure  and  defeat  of  communism.  So  even¬ 
tually  it  comes  back  where  it  started. 

Always  we  have  stood  irrevocably  for 
a  united  Germany;  always  we  have  in¬ 
sisted  that  all  Russian  satellites  must  be 
free.  And  as  late  as  last  November  the 
Department  of  State  resolutely  resisted 
overtures  for  basic  negotiation. 

The  President  himself  has  been  oppos¬ 
ing  a  summit  conference  and  the  recog¬ 
nition  which  such  a  meeting  implies. 
Much  of  this  we  may  relinquish  if  we 
grant  Khrushchev  the  summit  confer¬ 
ence  he  has  so  long  coveted  and  with 
them  we  grant  recognition  establishing 
him  in  the  eyes  of  the  world  as  the  recog¬ 
nized  head  of  a  world  power  of  the  first 
magnitude. 

Mr.  Chairman,  what  has  brdught  to 
this  humilating  position  the  great  Amer¬ 
ican  Nation  which  in  1945  dictated  terms 
of  peace  to  the  world  and  compelled 
Germany  and  Japan,  the  greatest  mili¬ 
tary  powers  of  all  time,  to  sign  on  the 
dotted  line  without  the  change  of  a  sin¬ 
gle  word  in  the  terms  of  surrender? 
From  the  commanding  position  we  have 
dropped  to  where  we  may  have  to  com¬ 
promise  with  the  demands  of  the  dic¬ 
tator.  We  are  in  a  position  strikingly 
similar  to  that  of  the  British  Govern¬ 
ment  when  Prime  Minister  Chamberlain 
was  compelled  to  sign  the  disgraceful 
treaty  of  Munich  because  Hitler  had  de- 
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veloped  modern  weapons — while  England 
slept. 

Russia  likewise  has  developed  modern 
weapons,  while  we  were  preparing  to 
fight  the  next  war  with  the  weapons  of 
the  last  war.  Russia  is  now  conceded 
by  witnesses  appearing  before  our  com¬ 
mittees  to  be  2  or  3  years  ahead  of  us, 
especially  in  missiles,  just  as  Hitler  was 
ahead  of  England  in  air  power. 

It  comes  as  a  shock  to  the  American 
people  to  suddenly  awake  to  the  fact  that 
after  we  originated  the  submarine,  the 
airplane,  the  atomic  bomb,  nuclear 
power,  and  nuclear  warheads;  after  we 
originated  them  Russia  has  taken  them 
out  of  our  hands  and  is  now  holding 
them  over  our  heads  with  brusque  orders 
to  us  to  get  out  of  Berlin  and  abandon 
every  principle  for  which  our  Nation  has 
stood  for  nearly  200  years.  If  this  con¬ 
ference  brings  war  as  the  conference  of 
Munich  brought  war,  there  is  also  a  shock 
in  store  for  the  Members  of  Congress. 
Attack  would  come  suddenly  from  the  air 
as  it  came  to  Rotterdam  and  as  it  came 
to  Hiroshima.  s 

Washington  would  be  in  the  first  list 
of  cities  to  be  bombed.  With  possibly 
a  15-minute  alert,  or  less,  every  Member 
of  this  House  would  die.  Not  at  some 
disputed  barricade,  or  on  some  scarred 
slope  of  battered  hill,  but  here  at  mid¬ 
night  in  this  flaming  town;  each  of  us 
has  a  rendezvous  with  death. 

Some  time  ago  the  Navy  printed  a 
secret  report,  excerpts  from  which  were 
published  in  the  Congressional  Record 
of  the  last  Congress.  It  stated  that 
enemy  submarines  firing  missiles  at  the 
comparatively  short  range  of  250  miles — 
and  they  now  have  missiles  with  a  range 
of  5,000  miles — Russian  submarines  fir¬ 
ing  missiles  at  the  comparatively  short 
range  of  250  miles  could  devastate  most 
of  the  major  cities  of  the  United  States. 
And  up  to  this  time  no  defense  has  yet 
been  devised  that  is  effective  aaginst  the 
ballistic  missile.  Last  week  the  maga¬ 
zines  carried  a  statement  by  Rear  Ad¬ 
miral  Thach  to  the  effect  that  12  sub¬ 
marines  deployed  off  coast  could  deci¬ 
mate  70  percent  of  the  Nation’s  economy 
at  one  blow.  And  Russia  has  over  600 
submarines.  And  of  course,  bases  in 
Northern  Russia  would  supplement  the 
attack  with  planes  over  the  North  Pole. 
In  fact,  so  complete  is  the  potential 
coverage  that  military  authorities  have 
questioned  whether  our  policy  of  mas¬ 
sive  retaliation  after  the  first  blow  is 
now  practical. 

To  help  meet  this  attack  the  Generals 
prescribe  an  army  of  900,000  men.  Last 
year  the  President  tried  to  make  a  slight 
reduction  in  that  number:  He  urged 
that  the  force  be  reduced  to  870,000 
men.  He  said  he  had  no  use-  for  more 
than  870,000  men.  He  said  he  actually 
had  no  place  to  put  them,  but  the  Penta¬ 
gon  was  adamant  and,  of  course,  the 
House  and  the  Senate  stood  by  the  gen¬ 
erals.  I  ask  you  frankly  and  in  utmost 
sincerity,  my  friends,  if  we  had  an  army 
of  1  million  men  what  help  would  it  be 
when  these  missiles  come  from  the  sea 
and  the  sky?  If  we  had  not  1  million 
mut  10  million  men — what  could  they 
do?  What  help  could  they  render? 
What  defense  could  they  offer? 


Modern  warfare  no  longer  needs 
masses  of  troops  or  trenches  or  Maginot 
lines.  There  is  no  longer  a  no  man’s 
land.  The  remotest  village  is  subject  to 
attack.  War  today  is  a  matter  of  ma¬ 
chinery  and  chemistry.  It  requires 
small  forces  made  up  of  technicians 
and  expert  mechanics  who  make  a  life 
career  of  the  service,  and  should  be 
paid  accordingly.  And  yet,  this  House, 
at  the  behest  of  the  generals,  demands 
that  we  draft  every  boy  in  the  land, 
bring  them  in  from  the  fields  and  the 
shops.  And  the  generals  drill  them. 
“Hayfoot,  strawfoot;  hayfoot,  strawfoot.” 

Effort  has  been  made  to  leave  the  im¬ 
pression  that  “when  the  nuclear  war  is 
over”  the  surviving  ground  forces  can 
take  over.  How  absurd.  When  we  lose 
control  of  the  air  we  are  through.  That 
is  the  end — the  end  of  everything. 

During  the  Second  World  War  when 
the  German  Army  of  occupation  was 
moving  into  Prance — and  you  will  recall 
that  at  that  time  that  the  French  had 
one  of  the  top  armies  of  the  world — the 
French  Army  repeatedly  held  the  line 
and  launched  counterattacks  which' 
drove  the  enemy  back.  But  in  each 
instance,  a  German  plane  would  drift 
down  and  drop  a  bomb  at  the  head  of 
the  French  column,  and  the  victorious 
German  offense  would  surge  forward 
again.  The  French  commanders  tele¬ 
graphed  back  frantically  to  Paris:  “Send 
us  planes,  for  God’s  sake,  send  us 
planes!”  But  there  were  no  planes  to 
send.  Modern  equipment  overwhelmed 
the  great  French  Army. 

And  under  like  circumstances  we  also 
may  have  occasion  to  feel  the  same  need 
of  modern  defense  measures  which  over¬ 
whelmed  France. 

We  will  never  again  send  an  American 
expeditionary  force  to  Europe,  or  any¬ 
where  else.  Russia’s  175  divisions  will 
sweep  to  the  English  Channel  practically 
without  interruption  anytime  the  Krem¬ 
lin  issues  the  order. 

Khrushchev  tells  us  the  next  war  will 
be  fought  in  the  United  States.  And 
General  White  said  the  other  day  it 
would  require  only  2  to  4  days  to  con¬ 
clude  the  decisive  phase  of  a  nuclear 
war.  The  war  would  be  over  in  less  than 
a  week. 

So  what  would  we  do  with  our  foot¬ 
sloggers? 

Why  has  America  dropped  behind  the 
Russians?  We  invented  and  built  the 
first  submarines,  the  first  atomic  re¬ 
actors,  and  we  first  applied  nuclear  pro¬ 
pulsion  to  naval  vessels. 

We  have  the  finest  scientists,  the  best 
electronic  engineers,  and  the  most  ex¬ 
pert  technicians  in  the  world.  By  every 
rule  of  reason  we  should  have  maintained 
the  undisputed  lead  in  missiles,  nuclear- 
propelled  submarines,  and  all  the  war 
material  with  which  Russia  today  threat¬ 
ens  us. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  has  expired. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  5  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  CANNON.  But  the  admirals,  and 
the  committees  of  the  Congress  which 
they  persuasively  influence,  concentrated 
attention  on  carriers.  Russia  has  copied 
everything  we  have  produced  that  was 


worth  while,  but  they  have  never  been 
silly  enough  to  waste  either  time  or 
money  on  carriers. 

The  admirals  have  devoted  every  re¬ 
source  to  carriers.  They  have  monopo¬ 
lized  the  time  and  service  of  our.  best 
engineers,  scientists  and  skilled  work¬ 
men,  and  the  most  valuable  of  our  stra¬ 
tegic  materials  and  a  few  Saturdays  ago 
they  launched  a  carrier  that  is  the  most 
intricate  and  most  expensive  single  piece 
of  machinery  ever  built.  It  travels  at  a 
snail’s  pace,  in  this  age  of  supersonic 
speed,  surrounded  by  fleets  of  service 
ships,  destroyers,  and  submarines.  It  is 
vulnerable  from  below  and  above.  It 
could  not  be  hidden  in  the  widest  ocean 
on  the  darkest  night.  Into  it  and  its 
sister  carriers  have  gone  the  time  and  at¬ 
tention  and  work  that  should  have  gone 
into  missiles  and  submarines.  And  the 
loss  of  America’s  leadership  and  destiny 
of  a  free  world. 

The  one  redeeming  feature  of  the 
whole  dismaying  debacle  is  Admiral 
Rickover.  But  for  him  the  Navy  would 
today  lie  naked  to  the  enemy. 

Admiral  Rickover  was  the  Billy  Mitch¬ 
ell  of  the  Navy.  Despite  every  ob¬ 
stacle  the  naval  hierarchy  could  throw 
in  his  way,  he  built  the  Nautilus,  and  to 
that  extent  redeemed  the  Navy’s  other¬ 
wise  barren  record. 

But  it  had  to  be  carried  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent  himself  and  not  until  the  President 
said,  “Let  him  try  it”  did  he  have  the 
opportunity  to  develop  the  one  weapon 
which  can  take  the  place  of  the  SAC — 
the  Strategic  Air  Command — when  that 
great  organization,  in  the  inevitable 
processes  of  time  is  eventually  outmoded. 

Too  much  cannot  be  said  in  recog¬ 
nition  of  President  Eisenhower’s  knowl¬ 
edge  and  understanding  of  the  situation. 
He  is  by  training,  capacity,  and 'experi¬ 
ence  the  most  eminent  military  authority 
in  the  world  today.  He  ranked  high  at 
West  Point,  commanded  the  Allied 
forces  in  the  Second  World  War  and  has 
served  for  6  years  as  Commander  in 
Chief.  He  cannot  and  would  not  succeed 
himself.  There  is  no  public  position  to 
which  he  could  or  would  aspire.  He  is  in 
the  last  stages  of  his  administration.  He 
can  have  no  possible  motive  except  to 
serve  his  country. 

The  President  insists  that  national  de¬ 
fense  involves  not  only  military  defense 
but  economic  defense. 

Efforts  have  been  made  to  leave  the 
impression  that  he  is  willing  to  sacrifice 
security  for  a  balanced  budget.  Nothing 
could  be  further  from  the  facts.  And  he 
has  repeatedly  made  that  plain  to  the 
Congress,  to  the  press,  and  to  the  Nation. 

He  emphasized  the  importance  of  liv¬ 
ing  within  our  means.  And  here  again  a 
mistaken  impression  is  being  dissemi¬ 
nated.  There  are  those  who  would  have 
us  believe  that  the  excessive  spending 
which  is  throwing  the  budget  out  of  bal¬ 
ance,  is  for  defense.  The  spending 
which  is  unbalancing  the  budget  is  for 
nondefense  purposes,  as  is  evidenced  by 
the  table  at  the  close  of  remarks  follow¬ 
ing  the  receipt  of  the  President’s  budget 
message  on  January  19,  1959. 

It  is  nondefense'  expenses  which  are 
throwing  national  estimates  out  of  bal¬ 
ance  and  not  defense  expenditures. 
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Under  excessive  spending  the  cost  of 
government  has  risen  out  of  all  propor¬ 
tion  to  our  increase  in  wealth.  The  cur¬ 
rent  year  deficit  of  over  $12  billion  ex¬ 
ceeds,  in  time  of  peace,  the  entire  ex¬ 
penditure  of  the  Federal  Government 
two  decades  ago. 

We  have  had  23  deficit  years  out  of  the 
last  28  years.  Although  the  6  or  7  years 
have  produced  the  largest  national  rev¬ 
enues  ever  enjoyed  by  any  nation  in  any 
period  of  time,  we  have  in  that  period 
added  some  $19  billion  to  the  national 
debt  and  for  the  first  time  since  World 
War  I,  we  have  raised  the  debt  ceiling 
twice  in  1  year. 

We  are  collecting  the  highest  taxes 
ever  exacted  from  the  American  citizen. 
Interest  on  the  public  debt  is  taking  ap¬ 
proximately  one-tenth  of  all  taxes  col¬ 
lected. 

So  heavy  have  been  the  appropriations 
urged  by  the  President  and  passed  by 
Congress  that  the  Treasury  faces  a  crisis 
today  in  refunding  Government  bonds, 
and  rates  of  interest  paid  by  Government 
have  risen  above  anything  recorded  since 
the  Civil  War. 

Hardly  anybody  wants  Government 
bonds.  People  are  turning  away  from 
Government  securities  and  inflation  is 
the  result. 

The  dollar  is  now  worth  48  cents  in 
terms  of  what  it  was  worth  in  1939  and 
the  cost  of  food  at  the  corner  grocery 
has  tripled  in  that  time. 

And  again  the  Russians  are  waiting 
just  around  the  corner.  You  will  recall 
that  Lenin,  the  progenitor  of  modern 
Russia  said:  “Germany  will  arm  herself 
out  of  existence:  England  will  expand 
herself  out  of  existence;  and  the  United 
States  will  spend  herself  out  of  exist¬ 
ence.”  The  first  two  predictions  have 
at  times  come  close  to  consummation  and 
the  third  is  awaiting  the  decision  of  this 
Congress. 

There  are  men  here  in  Congress  who 
consciously  or  unconsciously  are  waging 
a  determined  battle  against  a  stable  dol¬ 
lar. 

They  are  urging  the  expenditure  of 
money  we  do  not  have  for  things  we  can 
get  along  without.  Lenin  could  not  do  a 
better  job  of  it  if  he  were  on  the  floor. 
If  they  dictate  Federal  expenditures  it  is 
only  a  question  of  time  until  instead  of  a 
48-cent  dollar  we  will  have  a  10-cent 
dollar. 

May  I  add  my  voice  to  those  who  are 
now  earnestly  urging  that  we  listen  to 
the  President  and  secure  a  balanced 
budget.  Cut  the  waste  out  of  the  Army 
and  the  Navy;  reduce  nondefense  ex¬ 
penditures.  This  we  must  do  because 
under  the  best  of  circumstances  defense 
outlays  will  necessarily  continue  to  be 
heavy  and  burdensome. 

There  is  not  too  much  basis  for  hope 
about  what  is  going  to  come  out  of  the 
summit  conference.  Khrushchev  must 
have  Berlin,  and  we  cannot  surrender  it. 
We  must  be  prepared  for  what  may  come 
by  maintaining  our  economic  defenses  as 
well  as  our  military  defenses. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  5  minutes. 


Mr.  Chairman,  whenever  we  read  or 
listen  to  these  self-styled  military  ex¬ 
perts  and  military  strategists  such  as  we 
have  just  listened  to,  as  to  how  ill- 
prepared  the  United  States  of  America  is 
today,  we  could  become  greatly  alarmed 
and,  in  fact,  really  scared  were  it  not  for 
the  fact  that  like  almost  every  Member 
of  Congress  and  every  well-informed 
American,  I  know,  as  a  member  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  Appropriations  for  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  the  commit¬ 
tee  that  initiates  appropriations  for  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  and  all  its 
activities,  that  we  are  well  prepared  in 
every  field  of  our  military  defenses  to 
meet  any  enemy  on  land,  sea,  or  air. 
Of  course,  part  of  their  justifications 
are  classified,  which  means  highly  secret. 
But  without  divulging  any  secrets  I  must 
say  that  never  do  I  leave  that  hearing- 
room  after  listening  to  our  great  scien¬ 
tists,  engineers,  and  nuclear  experts, 
that  I  do  not  feel  a  wonderful  sense  of 
security.  The  members  of  that  commit¬ 
tee  who  listen  to  those  experts,  those  able 
devoted  patriotic  Americans,  cannot 
help  but  feel,  after  we  know  all  the  facts 
relative  to  our  atomic  energy  and  nuclear 
science  development  and  abilities,  that 
we  should  be  truly  thankful  for  those 
great  men. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  another  fact 
that  always  gives  me  a  further  sense  of 
security.  Recorded  history  proves  that 
the  forces  of  the  devil  have  never  been 
the  ultimate  victors  over  the  soldiers  of 
the  cross.  And  they  never  will  be  so  long 
as  God  is  in  his  heaven.  And  He  will  be 
there  a  long,  long  time. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Jonas]  . 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
sorry  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
our  committee  concluded  his  remarks 
and  withdrew  from  the  well  of  the 
chamber  before  I  had  an  opportunity 
to  ask  him  a  question.  I  wanted  to  as¬ 
sociate  myself  with  his  remarks  and  to 
congratulate  him  on  what  I  consider  to 
be  a  very  important  and  significant 
statement. 

Then  I  wanted  to  ask  him  to  confirm 
the  fact  that  in  this  bill  we  are  consid¬ 
ering  today  there  is  provided  $2.4  bil¬ 
lions  in  supplemental  appropriations, 
but  we  do  not  have  a  dime  of  that 
money.  The  Federal  Treasury  is  al¬ 
ready  empty,  and  we  face  a  prospective 
deficit  at  the  end  of  this  fiscal  year  of 
perhaps  $12  billions. 

I  am  answering  some  of  the  telegrams 
I  have  received  from  people  in  all  walks 
of  life  asking  me  to  vote  to  increase  ap¬ 
propriations  by  saying  to  them,  “Where 
do  you  expect  to  get  the  money?  Where 
do  you  propose  that  taxes  be  increased? 
Is  there  not  a  limit  to  the  amount  of 
money  we  ought  to  appropriate?  How 
long  can  we  continue  a  policy  of  appro¬ 
priating  more  money  than  we  have  and 
stay  solvent?” 

I  am  concerned  about  the  situation. 
Other  members  of  this  committee  are 
concerned  about  it.  The  chairman  is 
concerned,  and  he  and  the  ranking 


minority  member  have  repeatedly  come 
to  this  well  and  urged  the  members  of 
this  committee  to  be  prudent  in  the  vot¬ 
ing  of  more  appropriations. 

I  remember  a  great  man  once  said 
when  he  was  running  for  the  presidency 
for  the  first  time  that  a  government  is 
like  an  individual  or  a  business,  it  can 
spend  more  money  than  it  takes  in  for  a 
few  years,  but  if  it  continues  that  policy 
indefinitely  it  ultimately  means  the 
poorhouse  or  bankruptcy. 

Of  course,  the  Federal  Government 
cannot  go  bankrupt  as  long  as  we  own 
printing  presses.  But  what  is  the  dif¬ 
ference  between  being  bankrupt  and 
utterly  destroying  the  value  of  our 
money?  I  am  sure  there  is  not  a  Mem¬ 
ber  of  this  body  who  would  like  to  see 
us  relegated  to  the  position  Germany 
was  in  a  few  years  ago  when  a  house¬ 
wife  had  to  take  a  wheelbarrow  to  carry 
enough  money  downtown  to  buy  a  loaf 
of  bread. 

We  on  this  committee  are  going  to  be 
subjected  to  a  lot  of  criticism  for  the 
bill  presented  to  you  for  your  considera¬ 
tion  here  today.  I  already  have  a  stack 
of  telegrams  and  letters  in  my  office 
more  than  a  foot  high.  They  come  from 
Governors,  mayors,  doctors,  lawyers, 
welfare  workers,  school  superintendents, 
school  boards,  Indians,  members  of  the 
armed  services — they  come  from  people 
of  every  walk  of  life,  all  urging  that  I 
vote  to  increase  appropriations.  Not  a 
single  message  that  I  have  received  since 
this  bill  came  under  consideration  has 
indicated  where  we  might  find  the 
money  to  pay  the  bills.  I  have  not  had 
a  single  communication  this  year  urging 
that  taxes  be  increased.  I  have  not  had 
a  telegram  from  a  constituent  or  from 
any  other  person  in  the  United  States 
urging  that  taxes  be  increased  or  that  ’ 
spending  be  curtailed.  They  all  are  in¬ 
sisting,  urging,  and  pressing  for  in¬ 
creased  appropriations. 

Those  of  us  who  feel  that  a  govern¬ 
ment  ought  to  be  run  prudently  or  run 
the  way  a  prudent  businessman  runs  his 
affairs  are  going  to  be  subject  to  a  lot 
of  criticism  on  this  floor,  as  has  already 
been  the  case  in  the  press,  and  else¬ 
where,  because  we  have  made  some  cuts 
in  this  bill. 

I  did  not  volunteer  for  service  on  this 
committee.  Frankly,  I  was  a  little  sur¬ 
prised  when  I  was  assigned  to  it.  I  do 
not  know  yet  why  I  was  assigned  to  it. 
But  from  the  experience  I  have  had  in 
serving  on  this  committee,  I  frankly 
state  that  I  would  not  recommend  it  as 
a  place  to  win  friends  or  develop  popu¬ 
larity.  This  bill  rims  the  entire  gamut 
of  government  operations,  from  every 
agency  in  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  to  every  office  and  agency  in  the 
Department  of  State.  It  extends  from 
the  White  House  to  the  legislative 
branch — and  as  you  are  all  aware  since 
last  Friday,  it  includes  the  District  of 
Columbia.  Every  sensitive  program  in 
government  is  included  in  this  bill. 

Do  you  know  this  bill  covers  more  than 
300  separate  appropriation  items?  Our 
hearings  began  in  the  middle  of  Febru- 
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ary  and  were  concluded  only  a  few  days 
ago.  They  are  incorporated  in  a  volume 
containing  more  than  900  pages,  and  we 
heard  more  than  250  witnesses — all  ask¬ 
ing  for  more  money.  Now  you  can  be¬ 
come  brainwashed  after  you  listen  to  so 
much  of  that.  It  is  all  very  one  sided. 
I  wish  some  time  we  would  have  a  re¬ 
quest  come  from  a  Member  of  Congress  or 
from  a  taxpayer  or  a  citizen  for  the 
privilege  of  being  heard  to  request  that 
we  live  within  our  means  and  stop 
spending  money  that  we  do  not  have  for 
current  expenses.  That  would  be  an 
interesting  and  novel  experience. 

Now  I  do  not  intend  to  stand  here 
today  and  argue  that  everything  the 
committee  did  was  right.  Who  knows? 
But  what  I  do  say  is  that  the  committee 
seriously  and  earnestly  considered  all  of 
these  proposals  for  additional  spending 
against  the  background  of  the  money 
that  is  available.  We  made  some  cuts 
all  along  the  way — not  because  we  are 
not  in  favor  of  children  having  an  edu¬ 
cation — not  because  we  are  indifferent 
to  the  need  for  improving  our  educa¬ 
tional  system  in  the  United  States — 
not  because  we  are  not  in  favor  of  better 
health  conditions — not  because  we  want 
to  deprive  the  Capital  City  of  the  United 
States  or  any  other  community  of  essen¬ 
tial  services — but,  simply  because  we 
are,  to  my  way  of  thinking  at  least,  trus¬ 
tees  of  the  tax  revenues  of  this  Govern¬ 
ment.  I  think  the  time  has  long  passed 
when  Members  of  the  Congress  ought 
to  seriously  consider  the  financial  con¬ 
dition  of  our  country  and  discontinue 
the  fatal  habit  of  spending  year  after 
year  more  money  than  we  have. 

I  anticipate  that  some  of  the  programs 
financed  in  this  bill  will  be  increased. 
I  do  not  pretend  that  the  committee  has 
the  last  word  on  this  subject  or  with 
respect  to  any  of  them;  all  I  ask  is  that 
in  the  course  of  the  debate  those  of  us 
who  will  resist  some  of  the  efforts  to 
increase  the  bill  be  credited  with  being 
motivated  by  good  faith.  We  have  taken 
the  position  that  there  is  a  limit  to  the 
amount  of  money  we  can  appropriate. 

I  would  like  to  close  these  few  minutes 
of  general  discussion  by  repeating  what 
I  said  at  the  beginning,  and  that  is  that 
every  dollar  we  finally  include  in  the  bill 
here  today  will  be  money  we  will  have 
to  borrow.  Uncle  Sam  simply  does  not 
have  any  of  this  money  to  spend.  Just 
remember  this — every  dollar  you  vote  to 
appropriate  in  this  bill  will  have  to  be 
borrowed  and  some  future  generation 
will  have  to  repay  it. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  [Mr.  Boland!. 

(Mr.  BOLAND  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  BOLAND.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
bill  that  is  before  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  today  is  the  second  supplemental 
bill  making  appropriations  for  1959.  It 
is  based  on  recommendations  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  the  Budget  totaling  $2,844,954,- 
526.  This  committee  has  reduced  that 
amout  by  $385,432,032. 

Just  as  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  mentioned  a  mo¬ 
ment  ago,  this  is  an  opportunity  for  the 


Congress  itself  to  work  its  will.  As  he 
indicated,  this  is  the  kind  of  committee 
that  makes  no  friends;  it  is  the  kind  of 
committee,  however,  that  is  necessary  if 
we  are  to  meet  the  obligations  and  re¬ 
sponsibilities  that  fall  on  the  Congress 
with  regard  to  the  financing  of  various 
departments  and  agencies. 

Let  me  by  way  of  diversion  try  to 
answer  the  question  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  asked 
when  he  said  he  did  not  know  why  he 
was  placed  on  this  committee.  I  think 
his  very  wonderful  statement  a  few  mo¬ 
ments  ago  indicates  quite  clearly  why  the 
minority  placed  him  on  the  full  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee,  and  why  his  serv¬ 
ices  wei'e  sought  on  this  deficiency  and 
supplemental  Committee  on  Appropri¬ 
ations. 

I  take  the  time  also  to  commend  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Texas 
who  is  chairman  of  this  committee.  I 
serve  on  another  subcommittee,  that  of 
Independent  Offices,  of  which  he  is  chair¬ 
man.  This  is  my  fifth  year  under  his 
wing,  and  I  say  without  reservation  that 
there  is  no  man  in  the  Congress  who  de¬ 
votes  himself  as  thoroughly  to  the  job 
than  he  does  with  reference  to  appropri¬ 
ation  bills.  He,  indeed,  is  a  very  great 
Member  of  this  Congress;  he  is  a  great 
asset  to  the  United  States  of  America. 

This  committee  over  the  past  couple 
of  days  has  been  subjected  to  a  consider¬ 
able  bit  of  criticism.  That  is  to  be  ex¬ 
pected,  as  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Jonas]  indicated.  We 
are  dealing  with  300  agencies;  you 
cannot  satisfy  them  all.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  a  long  time  ago  I 
learned  one  of  the  great  axioms  of  poli¬ 
tics;  that  no  one  satisfies  everyone, 
and  that  if  you  try  to  you  do  not  sur¬ 
vive.  This  committee  has  been  sub¬ 
jected  to  pressures,  people  coming  into 
our  offices,  telegrams,  telephone  calls, 
employees  of  about  every  department 
of  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
but  that  is  all  well  and  good,  it  is  as  it 
should  be;  it  is  the  way  to  learn  things 
even  though  sometimes  we  make  mis¬ 
takes. 

The  reduction  of  $385  million  was  ac¬ 
complished  by  specific  reductions  in 
some  programs. 

It  was  met  by  the  elimination  of  some 
programs.  It  was  also  done  by  reducing, 
which  to  my  mind  was  one  of  the  most 
controversial  of  the  issues  which  faced 
the  committee,  expenditures  which  were 
necessitated  by  the  increase  caused  by 
the  pay  raise  of  last  year.  All  that  we 
did  in  respect  to  that  particular  item 
was  to  try  to  apply  a  yardstick  to  the 
number  of  vacancies  which  occur  i'  each 
department.  We  determined  that  there 
was  a  department  that  had  a  specific 
number  of  vacancies,  unfilled  jobs,  as  of 
the  date  this  bill  was  heard,  and  wc  de¬ 
termined  the  amount  of  money  for  which 
appropriations  had  been  made  for  fiscal 
1959.  So  we  reduced  in  many  instances 
the  amount  of  requests  that  the  specific 
department  made  for  the  particular  pay 
increase  occasioned  by  the  law  of  last 
year. 

I  do  not  agree  with  all  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  this  committee.  I  so 
stated  within  the  subcommittee  and  I  so 
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stated  with  the  full  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee.  I  dissent  from  some  of  the  ac¬ 
tions  of  that  subcommittee  and  the  full 
Appropriations  Committee.  I  think  that 
some  of  the  cuts  went  too  deep  and  some 
of  the  programs  that  were  eliminated 
ought  to  be  restored. 

Many  amendments  will  be  offered  to 
this  bill  today.  I  intend  to  support  some 
of  those  motions  to  amend  the  bill.  Spe¬ 
cifically,  I  favored  within  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  and  within  the  full  committee, 
efforts  to  appropriate  sufficient  funds  to 
keep  the  National  Defense  Education  Act 
alive  for  the  remainder  of  the  fiscal  year 
in  most  of  the  programs  for  which  the 
Office  of  Education  asked  for  funds. 

The  National  Defense  Education  Act 
imposed  upon  the  Office  of  Education  a 
number  of  obligations.  I  take  this  op¬ 
portunity  to  commend  the  Commissioner 
of  Education,  Mr.  Derthick,  and  his  staff 
for  the  manner  in  which  they  have 
worked  to  get  this  vast  program  under 
way.  It  has  been  a  difficult  task  and  it 
has  required  long  hours  of  study,  plan¬ 
ning  and  programing.  The  employees 
have  worked  night  and  day,  and  some¬ 
times  7  days  a  week,  to  get  ■'he  program 
started  with  a  minimum  of  delay  and 
friction.  The  testimony  indicates  that 
this  has  been  done  but  its  full  realiza¬ 
tion  cannot  be  accomplished  without  giv¬ 
ing  the  funds — at  least  son  -  of  the 
funds  anyway — requested  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
and  approved  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget. 

Mr.  Chairman,  any  effort  to  imple¬ 
ment  the  other  activities  of  the  Office 
of  Education  under  the  National  Defense 
Education  law  by  appropriating  the 
funds  requested  will  have  my  support. 

The  Office  of  Education  requested 
money  to  implement  six  defense  educa¬ 
tional  activities  in  an  amount  totaling 
$75,300,000.  The  committee  has  approved 
the  full  amount  for  Activity  No.  1,  $25 
million  for  student  loans,  but  it  dis¬ 
allowed  $50  million  for  the  remaining 
five  activities.  I  disagreed  with  some 
parts  of  the  committee’s  action  and  indi¬ 
cated  that  I  could  not  support  it  with 
reference  to  the  activities  embracing, 
first,  science,  mathematics,  and  foreign 
language  instruction;  second,  national 
defense  fellowships;  third,  advanced 
training  in  foreign  areas  and  languages; 
fourth,  educational  media  research ;  and 
fifth,  grants  to  States  for  statistical 
services. 

The  remaining  program,  listed  as  Ac¬ 
tivity  No.  5,  guidance,  counseling  and 
testing,  requesting  $2  million  for  grants 
to  States  and  $1  million  for  institutes 
for  counseling  personnel  is  a  program 
that  I  have  little  stomach  for.  I  joined 
with  the  committee  in  eliminating  all 
funds  for  this  activity.  I  am  convinced 
that  this  burden  ought  to  be  carried  by 
the  States  and  the  local  communities. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  a  great  number  of 
local  school  departments  and  school  dis¬ 
tricts  have  been  engaged  in  this  kind  of 
program  for  a  good  number  of  years. 
This  is  a  field  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
men  ought  to  stay  out  of,  and  the  most 
effective  way  to  guarantee  this  is  to 
eliminate  the  money. 
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I  am  not  impressed  by  the  argument 
that  these  grants  will  stimulate  all 
school  areas  to  get  into  the  guidance 
and  testing  business.  Commonsense 
and  community  pride  in  their  students 
ought  to  jog  these  areas,  lacking  this 
kind  of  a  program,  to  insure  that  the 
boys  and  girls  of  their  school  districts 
are  entitled  to  the  great  advantages  that 
this  program  offers.  But  it  ought  to  be 
done  on  their  own  and  with  their  own 
money. 

I  am  deeply  concerned  over  the  action 
of  the  full  Appropriations  Committee  in 
striking  out  of  the  supplemental  bill  the 
entire  amount  of  $225  million  requested 
under  the  mutual  security  program  and 
approved  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

The  subcommittee  recommended  $100 
million,  and  this  approval  came  after 
wrestling  with  this  problem  for  many 
hours,  many  times,  and  many  days. 
The  $100  million  figure  was  a  compro¬ 
mise.  I  asked  consideration  for  and  I 
personally  preferred  a  larger  amount. 
An  amendment  to  restore  the  amount  of 
$100  million  that  the  full  committee 
eliminated  will  be  offered  a  little  later. 

I  sincerely  believe  that  it  would  be  little 
short  of  tragedy  not  to  restore  at  least 
this  amount.  The  chairman  of  the  full 
Committee  on  Appropriations  in  this 
well  a  few  moments  ago  indicated  that 
Khrushchev  said  that  when  we  fight  the 
next  war,  it  will  be  fought  in  the  United 
States.  The  elimination  of  this  pro¬ 
gram,  cutting  this  particular  program 
back,  or  scuttling  the  program  entirely — 
and  this  is  what  we  will  do  if  we  fail 
to  appropriate  some  money  for  the  De¬ 
velopment  Loan  Fund — will  guarantee 
the  fact  that  the  next  war  might  well 
be  fought  in  the  United  States.  For 
we  will  have  no  friends  anywhere  to 
help  us  carry  the  burden. 

I  disagree  to  some  extent  with  the 
way  in  which  funds  were  handled  for 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  I  specif¬ 
ically  disagree  with  reference  to  the 
Federal  payment  for  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia.  Federal  payments  in  varying 
amounts  have  been  made  to  the  District 
of  Columbia  ever  since  the  Nation’s* 
Capital  was  established  here.  In  1921 
the  Congress  discontinued  the  practice 
of  picking  up  the  tab  for  50  percent  of 
the  cost  of  operating  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  since  that  time  the  per¬ 
centage  has  fluctuated  markedly,  39.5 
in  1924  down  to  some  12  percent  in 
1954  and  recently  about  16  percent. 
When  the  officials  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  appeared  before  our  commit¬ 
tee  they  indicated  that  there  were  a 
number  of  unfilled  jobs  in  all  of  the  de¬ 
partments  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
There  are  24,000  employees  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia.  There  are  some  900  or 
1,000  vacancies,  so  with  respect  to  the 
pay  increase  which  was  occasioned  by 
the  legislation  last  year  we  reduced  that 
amount  by  considering  vacancies.  I 
think  when  we  reduced  the  request  for 
Federal  payment  of  $9  million  to  $2.5 
million,  we  made  a  serious  mistake,  and 
this  is  the  area  in  which  I  hope  that  the 
committee  will  accept  an  amendment 
which  will  grant  a  substantial  number 
of  millions  more  dollars  so  that  the 
cost  of  the  pay  increases,  the  cost  of 
running  the  fire,  police,  health,  and  a 


myriad  of  other  agencies  that  are  in  this 
great  city  will  not  be  impaired. 

I  know  that  this  has  been  a  difficult 
job  for  the  chairman  and  the  other 
members  of  the  committee.  And,  just 
as  our  colleague,  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Jonas],  indicated, 
I  hope  that  the  Members  will  give  very 
deep  and  careful  consideration  and  at¬ 
tention  to  the  amendment  which  will 
be  offered  here.  I  trust,  in  most  in¬ 
stances,  the  action  of  the  committee  will 
be  supported  by  the  great  majority  of 
the  members  of  this  committee. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mich¬ 
igan  [Mr.  Ford]. 

(Mr.  FORD  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  take  the 
floor  at  this  time  to  speak  primarily,  in 
fact  exclusively,  to  the  reduction  which 
was  made  in  the  President’s  program  as 
far  as  the  Development  Loan  Fund  is 
concerned.  As  has  been  stated  here  be¬ 
fore,  the  President  recommended  in  the 
supplement  $225  million.  The  Deficiency 
Subcommittee  proposed  $100  million, 
and  in  the  full  committee  last  Friday  the 
$100  million  amount  was  stricken  from 
the  bill.  It  is  my  understanding  that  a 
proposal  will  be  forthcoming  during  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  for  a  restora¬ 
tion  of  the  $100  million. 

I  think  it  would  be  helpful  to  the 
Members  if  a  bit  of  history  was  recalled 
concerning  this  item  in  the  last  session 
of  the  Congress.  I  speak  now  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Foreign  Operations  Subcom¬ 
mittee  of  the  House  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations.  This  is  my  seventh  year  on 
that  subcommittee  and,  of  course,  in  the 
last  session  of  the  Congress,  I  partic¬ 
ipated  in  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
from  its  inception. 

The  House  of  Representatives  in  the 
appropriation  bill  last  year  for  the  De¬ 
velopment  Loan  Corporation  recom¬ 
mended  $300  million  for  the  program. 
This  was  in  contrast  to  the  $625  million 
that  the  President  recommended.  The 
bill  went  to  the  Senate,  and  the  Senate 
restored  the  amount  up  to  $580  million. 
In  conference  we  had  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  $300  million  and  $580  million. 

As  I  recall,  that  was  one  of  five  or  six 
items  that  were  before  the  Conference 
Committee.  Actually  there  was  a  differ¬ 
ence  of  about  $420  million  in  total  be¬ 
tween  the  House  version  and  the  Senate 
version  overall.  The  House  had  ap¬ 
proved  a  total  of  $3,078,092,500.  The 
proposal  as  it  passed  the  other  body  was 
in  the  amount  of  $3,518  million.  There 
were  about  five  items  in  disagreement. 
The  conference  report  was  finally  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  85th  Congress  on  the  last 
day  of  the  session.  It  was  agreed  by  the 
conferees  we  should  take  approximately 
$200  million  of  the  difference  and  distrib¬ 
ute  it  in  about  four  areas.  This  meant 
we  would  not  be  anywhere  near  the  full 
Senate  figure  in  the  Development  Loan 
Fund  area.  As  far  as  the  Development 
Loan  Fund  this  statement  appeared  in 
the  Conference  Committee  report  on 
page  4 : 

The  amounts  contained  in  the  hill  agreed 
to  by  the  conferees  were  too  small  in  the 
view  of  some  of  the  conferees,  especially  in 


the  Development  Loan  Fund.  It  is  under¬ 
stood  that  if  additional  funds  are  needed 
next  January  for  the  purposes  contained  in 
this  bill,  the  Appropriations  Committees  ol 
the  House  and  Senate  will  give  earnest  con¬ 
sideration  to  the  recommendations  of  tha 
Executive  in  view  of  the  importance  of  main¬ 
taining  our  friendly  relations  with  countries 
with  whom  we  have  undertakings. 

This  conference  report  was  signed  by 
all  members  of  the  House  conference 
committee.  The  chairman,  of  course, ' 
was  our  distinguished  friend  from  Loui¬ 
siana,  Otto  E.  Passman.  His  name  heads 
the  list  of  those  who  signed  this  confer¬ 
ence  report. 

As  a  result  of  that  statement  the 
President  submitted  to  the  Congress  this 
supplemental  or  deficiency  request  for 
$225  million.  The  Deficiency  Subcom¬ 
mittee  held  hearings  on  the  President’s 
recommendations  for  the  $225  million, 
and  after  due  deliberation  recommended 
to  the  full  Committee  on  Appropriations 
$100  million.  They  did — and  when  I 
say  “they”  I  mean  the  Deficiency  Sub- 
commitee — consider  the  President’s 
views  and  their  official  recommendation 
to  the  full  Committee  on  Appropriations 
-was  $100  million.  It  is  my  hope  that 
an  amendment  will  be  offered  to  restore 
the  $100  million,  and  I,  for  one,  intend 
to  support  it. 

I  am  not  so  sure  that  it  is  adequate, 
but  it  is  in  accord  with  the  views  of  the 
members  of  the  Deficiency  Subcommit¬ 
tee  for  whom  I  have  great  respect,  and 
consequently  I  shall  abide  by  their  ini¬ 
tial  views  or  recommendations. 

Now,  what  is  the  story  as  to  the  De¬ 
velopment  Loan  Fund  in  and  of  itself? 
If  it  has  not  already  been  said,  I  am 
sure  it  will  be  said  that  the  program  has 
too  much  money.  What  are  the  facts? 
The  program  was  initiated  in  the  fiscal 
year  1958  at  which  time  the  Congress 
made  available  $300  million. 

In  fiscal  year  1959  President  Eisen¬ 
hower  recommended  $700  million  for 
DLF.  The  Congress  made  available 
$400  million.  The  House  had  recom¬ 
mended  in  its  version  of  the  bill  $300 
million,  and  the  Senate  $580  million.  We 
struck  a  balance  of  $400  million  in  the 
final  version  of  the  bill.  So  in  the  2  fiscal 
years  1958  and  1959  the  Development 
Loan  Fund  has  had  $700  million  available 
for  the  various  projects  that  have  come 
before  it. 

What  is  the  obligation  picture?  As  of 
March  20,  1959,  this  is  the  exact  situa¬ 
tion:  Loan  and  guarantee  agreements 
signed — those  are  firm  obligations  of  this 
Government  with  those  who  are  seeking 
to  benefit  from  this  program — $474.3 
million.  Loans  approved  on  the  basis  of 
letters  of  advice  pending,  $18.4  million. 
Project  commitments  on  letters  of  advice 
already  issued,  $159  million.  Other 
project  commitments,  and  these  are  lim¬ 
ited  to  the  Philippines  and  Turkey,  $46.2 
million.  This  makes  a  total  of  $697.9 
million  either  obligated  or  committed  by 
letters  of  advice,  leaving  a  balance  of 
$844,000  for  the  remainder  of  this  current 
fiscal  year,  slightly  over  3  months  until 
June  30. 

Some  people  are  bound  to  retise  the 
question,  and  I  think  it  is  a  legitimate 
one,  that  these  letters  of  advice  are  not 
really  obligations.  I  like  to  use  this 
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analogy,  and  I  think  it  is  apropos.  I 
guess  all  of  us  during  our  lifetimes  have 
gone  to  a  bank  to  borrow  money  on  a 
house  or  a  business.  We  submit  a  pro¬ 
posal.  We  tell  the  bank  that  we  will  do 
this.  The  bank  looks  over  our  project 
and  normally  writes  us  back  that  “If  you 
meet  these  conditions,  we  will  lend  the 
money  for  your  home  or  for  your  busi- 
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When  I  have  that  letter  from  the 
bank,  the  lending  institution,  I  have  the 
personal  feeling  that  if  I  meet  their 
stipulations  I  have  a  firm  commitment 
from  the  bank  to  get  money  for  my  home 
or  for  my  project.  Believe  me,  if  I  meet 
those  criteria  and  then  they,  the  bank, 
back  out,  I  do  not  feel  very  sympathetic 
to  the  lending  institution,  and  my  atti¬ 
tude  toward  bankers  goes  down  corre¬ 
spondingly. 

The  situation  here  is  quite  similar  as 
far  as  the  letters  of  advice  are  concerned. 
The  individual  group  in  a  certain  coun¬ 
try  submit  to  the  Development  Loan 
Fund  a  project.  The  Development  Loan 
Fund  Board  of  Directors  look  over  the 
project.  They  determine  that  it  is  either 
feasible  or  not  feasible.  If  they  think  it 
is  sound,  they  issue  a  letter  of  advice. 
When  the  prospective  borrower  receives 
that  letter  of  advice  he  has  the  feeling, 
and  it  is  a  legitimate  feeling,  that  if  he 
meets  the  established  criteria,  in  effect 
the  Development  Loan  Fund  has  made 
a  commitment  by  the  letter  of  advice. 

Let  me  read  to  you  a  letter  of  advice. 
This  is  one  dated  February  20,  1959. 

This  letter  is  written  to  Fred  H.  Sher¬ 
wood,  secretary,  Productos  de  Kenaf, 
Guatemala.  This  is  a  Guatemala  proj¬ 
ect.  The  letter  is  as  follows: 

Dear  Sir:  I  am  pleased  to  inform  you  that 
on  the  basis  of  the  proposal  previously  sub¬ 
mitted  by  your  firm  and  the  discussions  be¬ 
tween  our  respective  representatives  related 
thereto,  the  board  of  directors  of  the  De¬ 
velopment  Loan  Fund  has  authorized  the 
establishment  of  a  loan  to  this  particular 
project  in  the  amount  not  to  exceed  $400,000 
or  its  equivalent  to  assist  in  financing  the 
foreign  exchange  cost  of  machinery,  materials 
and  services  in  the  Kenaf  bag  manufacturing 
factory. 

The  loan  will  be  established  by  and  ex¬ 
pended  under  the  terms  and  conditions  spe¬ 
cified  in  a  loan  agreement  which  we  shall 
transmit  to  you  at  an  early  date  for  consid¬ 
eration  and  execution.  The  loan  agreement 
will  describe  more  fully  the  purpose  and 
method  and  the  utilization  of  the  loan  and 
will  include  the  following  terms,  some  of 
which  have  already  been  discussed  informally 
with  your  representatives. 

1.  Interest  shall  accrue,  from  the  dates  of 
the  respective  disbursements  under  the 
loan,  at  the  rate  of  5%  percent  per  annum. 

Then  it  describes  the  manner  of  pay¬ 
ment  of  interest: 

2.  The  principal  amount  of  the  loan  shall 
be  repayable  in  10  successive  semiannual 
installments,  the  first  of  which  shall  be  due 
and  payable  on  a  date,  to  be  specified  in  the 
loan  agreement,  no  later  than  1  year  from 
the  date  of  the  first  disbursement  under  the 
loan  agreement. 

Then  there  are  some  other  terms  set 
forth  in  this  particular  paragraph. 

3.  Provision  shall  be  made  for  repayment 
of  principal  and  payment  of  interest  in 
U.S.  dollars. 


4.  The  applicant  shall  furnish  evidence  of 
paid-in  capital  equaling  or  exceeding  the 
equivalent  of  $500,000. 

5.  The  loan  shall  be  subject  to  other  terms 
and  conditions  set  out  in  the  loan  agreement. 

The  final  paragraph: 

The  DLF  expects  to  make  a  public  an¬ 
nouncement  of  this  loan  on  March  2. 

Then  there  is  a  final  sentence  or  two 
that  I  do  not  think  is  particularly  per¬ 
tinent.  This  letter  is  signed  by  the  Act¬ 
ing  Managing  Director  of  that  particu¬ 
lar  Development  Loan  Fund. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  yield? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  The  gentleman  from 
Michigan  did  not  wholly  read  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  letter.  In  that  para¬ 
graph  appears  what  I  consider  to  be  one 
of  the  most  important  aspects  of  this 
discussion.  It  refers  to  the  public  an¬ 
nouncement  of  the  letter  of  intent  in 
the  press  and  in  various  news  media  not 
only  in  the  United  States  but  in  the  bor¬ 
rowing  country.  As  soon  as  that  an¬ 
nouncement  is  made,  the  negotiations 
constitute  a  firm  loan.  Would  the  gen¬ 
tleman  not  agree? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  would  wholeheartedly 
agree  and  we  are  trying  to  indicate  the 
reasons  this  is  a  firm  commitment  even 
though  it  may  not  qualify  as  an  un¬ 
equivocal  obligation  according  to  our  es¬ 
tablished  rules  and  regulations. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield  further  at  this  point  in  order  to 
keep  the  discussion  of  this  matter  in 
proper  sequence? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  should  like  to  an¬ 
nounce  that  I  have  an  amendment  at 
the  clerk’s  desk  which  I  intend  to  offer 
when  the  bill  is  read  for  amendment  un¬ 
der  the  5  minute  rule  which  would  re¬ 
store  the  $100  million  approved  by  the 
subcommittee  which  heard  the  testimony 
with  regard  to  the  Development  Loan 
Fund.  I  concur  in  the  remarks  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  here  this 
afternoon. 

Mr.  FORD.  I  am  glad  to  hear  that 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  is  spon¬ 
soring  that  amendment.  I  will  support 
it.  He  is  on  the  Subcommittee  on  For¬ 
eign  Operations  with  me.  We  went 
through  this  difficult  process  last  year 
when  the  mutual  security  program  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  was  before  the  Congress. 
I  am  sure  the  gentleman  would  agree 
with  me  that  the  President  was  carry¬ 
ing  out  our  suggestion  by  his  recommen¬ 
dations  to  the  Congress  of  this  amount 
of  $225  million  for  this  fiscal  year  sup¬ 
plemental. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  ? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JONAS.  I  certainly  agree  with 
the  gentleman  that  when  a  letter  of  ad¬ 
vice  is  issued,  the  loan  is  actually  com¬ 
mitted  and  the  money  is  not  available 
for  any  other  loan.  That  is  clear,  but 
now  I  think  the  record  ought  to  show 
that  we  do  not  have  any  outstanding  let¬ 
ters  of  advice  that  will  exceed  the  actual 
appropriations.  The  money  requested  in 
the  gentleman’s  amendment,  the  $100 


million,  is  simply  additional  capital  to 
go  into  the  fund  for  future  use,  but  is 
not  needed  to  take  care  of  any  outstand¬ 
ing  commitments. 

Mr.  FORD.  That  is  right.  Of  the 
obligational  authority  previously  made 
available  they  have  committed,  accord¬ 
ing  to  law,  all  but  $844,000.  They  have 
not  gone  above  the  $700  million  made 
available  in  the  2  fiscal  years. 

Mr.  JONAS.  I  agree,  but  if  they  were 
to  carry  out  all  the  letters  of  advice  it 
would  not  exceed  the  money  they  have 
in  hand. 

Mr.  FORD.  Is  it  not  also  true,  how¬ 
ever,  to  say  that  they  have  obligations 
pending  for  loans  far  in  excess  of  $100 
million? 

Mr.  JONAS.  Yes;  at  least  $iy2  bil¬ 
lion. 

Mr.  SCHERER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHERER.  Do  I  understand  that 
our  Government  will  have  to  borrow 
money  with  which  to  make  these  loans? 
Did  I  understand  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina,  a  member  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  to  make  that  statement? 

Mr.  FORD.  This  is  obligational  au¬ 
thority  which  will  generate  spending  in 
future  fiscal  years;  depending  on  the 
status  of  the  Federal  Treasury  when  the 
loan  by  DLF  is  made  and  expenditures 
generated,  our  Government  may  or  may 
not  have  to  borrow. 

Mr.  SCHERER.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
we  would  have  to  borrow  money  to  make 
these  loans? 

Mr.  FORD.  At  the  present  time,  yes; 
but  it  is  the  hope  that  in  fiscal  year  1960 
we  will  be  in  the  black  rather  than  in 
the  red. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  personally  believe 
that  we  should  appropriate  $225  million 
which  would  bring  the  amount  of  the 
program  up  to  the  $625  million  author¬ 
ized  by  Congress  for  fiscal  year  1959. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  foreign  nations  who  receive  these 
loans  under  the  Loan  Development  Act 
may  pay  the  loans  in  their  own-  cur¬ 
rency? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  think  the  practice  is 
that  it  can  be  paid  back  either  in  their 
own  currency  or  in  U.S.  dollars.  How¬ 
ever,  I  must  be  perfectly  frank  about 
this.  I  believe  the  record  to  date  is  that 
the  vast  majority  of  the  loans  will  be 
repaid  in  local  currency.  I  cannot  give 
the  precise  breakdown,  but  I  think  it 
is  around  75  or  80  percent  in  local  cur¬ 
rencies  and  the  remainder  in  U.S.  dol¬ 
lars. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  And  the  value  of  the 
local  currency  is  a  very  small  percentage 
of  the  value  of  the  American  dollar. 

Mr.  FORD.  Let  me  just  say  this,  re¬ 
gardless  of  how  soft  or  hard  the  loans 
by  DLF  are  undoubtedly  the  development 
loan  program  is  infinitely  superior  to  the 
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former  program  of  grants,  where  we 
simply  gave  the  money  and  expected 
no  return  either  in  dollars  or  in  soft 
currency. 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio. 

Mr.  BOW.  I  say  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  regarding  the  percentage 
of  these  loans  to  be  paid  back,  the  testi¬ 
mony  before  the  deficiency  subcommit¬ 
tee  was  that  19  percenUof  these  loans 
are  paid  back  to  the  Treasury  in  hard 
dollars. 

Mr.  FORD.  Then  my  guess  of  75  or 
80  percent  was  not  far  wrong. 

Mr.  BOW.  The  gentleman  is  about 
right  when  he  says  19  percent  is  paid 
back  in  hard  dollars.  The  balance  of 
the  payments  in  soft  currency  may  be 
reinvested  in  those  countries  which 
would  necessitate  other  dollars  going  to 
them  at  a  later  date. 

Mr.  FORD.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  his  contribution. 

Regardless  of  how  much  is  paid  back 
in  hard  currency,  this  program  is,  on  the 
whole,  greatly  superior  to  the  grants 
program  which  we  have  had  over  the 
years,  consequently  I  think  it  was  bene¬ 
ficial  to  the  United  States  to  break  away 
from  grants  for  economic  assistance  and 
initiate  this  loan  program. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JONAS.  It  is  also  better  from  this 
standpoint,  is  it  not?  We  have  had  a  lot 
of  concern  about  how  people  around  the 
world  look  upon  outright  gifts.  They 
think  it  is  something  strange  for  a  coun¬ 
try  to  make  an  outright  gift. 

Since  this  is  a  loan,  it  should  remove 
some  of  that  suspicion. 

Mr.  FORD.  It  is  no  doubt  true  we  have 
better  country  to  country  relations  when 
we  make  loans.  In  addition  to  that,  may 
I  point  out  we  are  charging  an  interest 
rate  on  this  particular  loan  I  mentioned 
of  5%  percent.  It  is  repayable  in  hard 
money. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Can  the 
gentleman- state  that  as  this  loan  fund 
has  gone  along  we  have  been  cutting  back 
on  the  grants? 

Mr.  FORD.  We  have.  The  overall 
program  for  fiscal  1959  is  about  $3,098,- 
000,000.  Compare  that,  if  you  will,  with 
programs  of  4  or  5  years  ago  when  it  was 
five  or  six  billion  dollars  annually.  I 
think  in  fiscal  year  1952  it  was  something- 
like  $7  billion.  Now  it  is  about  half  of 
what  it  was  before. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  has  again  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  3  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  TABER.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the 
major  part  of  all  loans  which  can  be 
handed  out  as  a  gift  have  practically 
been  eliminated? 


Mr.  FORD.  I  think  that  is  true,  out¬ 
side  of  the  straight  military  assistance 
items. 

Mr.  TABER.  The  gift  of  those  things 
and  to  support  them,  and  the  materiel 
that  goes  into  them;  but  as  far  as  giving 
them  money  or  anything  like  that  is 
concerned,  there  is  nothing  in  the  way 
of  economic  aid  at  all  in  here.  Is  that 
true? 

Mr.  FORD.  That  is  correct.  The  De¬ 
velopment  Loan  Fund  is  practically  tak¬ 
ing  the  place  of  the  outright  grants  for 
economic  aid  and  assistance. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  What  leads  the  gentle¬ 
man  to  think  we  are  going  to  collect  on 
these  loans?  The  gentleman  talked 
about  private  banking  operations.  Does 
he  find  in  this  country  any  bank  with 
two  windows  in  it,  one  for  hard  loans  and 
one  for  soft  loans? 

Mr.  FORD.  We  make  some  loans  our¬ 
selves  as  a  Government  through  the 
Small  Business  Administration. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  am  talking  about  pri¬ 
vate  banks. 

Mr,  FORD.  Some  people  say  Small 
Business  Administration  loans  are  in 
effect  soft  loans  because  the  prospective 
borrower  cannot  get  a  commitment  from 
a  regular  lending  institution.  My  ex¬ 
perience  has  been  that  most  of  those 
small  business  loans  have  been  repaid. 
I  think  it  is  a  good  program.  Neverthe¬ 
less,  they  are  not  hard  loans  in  the 
banking  fraternity  or  they  would  have 
been  made  by  a  regular  lending  institu¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Missouri.  Did  the 
gentleman  agree  with  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  when  he  said  this  is 
$100  million  worth  of  new  money? 

Mr.  FORD.  One  hundred  million  dol¬ 
lars  in  new  funds  for  the  Development 
Loan  Corporation  for  the  remainder  of 
fiscal  1959. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Missouri.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  was  just  beginning  to  state  a 
moment  ago  that  the  reason  for  this  is 
that  the  backlog  of  requests  are  getting 
so  great  that  there  is  additional  money 
necessary. 

Mr.  FORD.  As  I  understand  the  situ¬ 
ation,  there  are  over  a  billion  dollars  in 
prospective  loans  on  file  with  the  De¬ 
velopment  Loan  Fund.  Of  course  some 
of  these  would  not  qualify,  but  there  are 
bound  to  be  those  which  are  eligible  for 
whatever  money  Congress  makes  avail¬ 
able. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Missouri.  With  due 
respect  to  the  gentleman,  recently  we  had 
another  instance  where  the  GI’s  in  this 
country  have  a  blacklog  of  requests  in 
rural  areas  for  funds  that  have  far  ex¬ 
ceeded  anything  we  have  made  available 
to  take  care  of  them.  Has  the  gentleman 
come  before  the  Congress  with  a  request 
for  funds  to  take  care  of  this  tremendous 
backlog  of  requests  for  GI  housing  loans? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  may  say  that  in  my  con¬ 
gressional  district  the  Veterans’  Admin¬ 
istration  has  never  seen  fit  to  make  my 
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district  eligible  for  direct  loans,  so  it  is 
academic  as  far  as  my  district  is  con¬ 
cerned.  We  tried  hard,  but  the  Veterans’ 
Administration  thought  our  lending  in¬ 
stitutions  were  doing  an  adequate  job. 
In  some  areas  in  the  two  counties  I  be¬ 
lieve  there  is  a  need  but  the  VA  feels 
otherwise. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Missouri.  We  were 
told  that  we  did  not  have  the  money. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Are  there  any  foreign 
areas  in  the  gentleman’s  district? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  has  expired. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Kirwan.]  . 

(Mr.  KIRWAN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  KIRWAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  never 
thought  in  my  23  years  that  I  would 
come  down  in  the  well  here  twice  in  suc¬ 
cession.  I  would  not  have  come  down 
here  yesterday  and  presented  a  bill  if  I 
was  not  a  member  of  that  committee. 

Mr.  Chairman,  first  I  would  like  to 
say  this:  During  my  20  years  it  was 
my  privilege  to  sit  in  a  room  twice — I 
mean,  sit  in  it  twice — and  hear  two  great 
men  testify.  The  first  to  testify  was  a 
man  by  the  name  of  Dwight  Eisenhower. 
It  was  his  first  appearance  on  Capitol 
Hill  after  the  Second  World  War.  I 
happened  to  be  on  the  Military  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  at  the  time  he  was 
testifying.  Judge  Kerr  was  chairman  of 
the  committee.  And,  I  remember  the 
questions  that  he  asked.  And,  if  ever 
a  thing  came  to  pass,  it  came  to  pass 
like  he  said  that  morning  in  the  room. 
Three  months  after  the  Second  World 
War  was  over  he  told  us  what  was  going 
to  happen  to  us  and  where  we  were 
going.  It  was  my  privilege  2  years  after 
that  to  sit  in  a  room  with  13  members 
of  2  House  committees,  the  military  and 
the  naval.  We  unified  the  forces.  In 
1946  we  voted  to  unify  them,  and  it  took 
place  in  1947.  There  were  four  speakers 
that  day.  And,  they  gave  a  luncheon. 
The  first  speaker  was  Jimmy  Forrestal, 
the  first  Secretary  of  Defense.  The  next 
was  a  great  admiral,  Nimitz,  who  was 
commander  in  chief  in  all  of  the  Pacific 
when  we  only  had  eight  airplanes  the  day 
after  Pearl  Harbor.  The  next  was  Van- 
dergrift,  who  led  the  Marines.  And,  the 
scientists  of  the  Navy  said  on  that  day, 
which  was  shortly  after  the  war,  that 
unless  you  do  this,  we  are  so  sure  of  our 
ground  that  10  years  from  today — which 
would  be  1957 — it  will  cost  you  $300  bil¬ 
lion  and  God  knows  how  many  lives. 
It  cost  us  $400  billion  and  we  lost  30,000 
kids  in  Korea  and  wounded  100,000. 
Now,  only  three  of  us  stayed  in  the  room 
that  day.  The  other  10  walked  out. 
What  I  am  trying  to  tell  you  today  is 
facts. 

I  told  you  yesterday  that  we  are 
hooked  up  with  six  allies,  the  largest, 
over  in  Europe.  They  all  led  the  world 
at  one  time,  like  we  lead  at  this  time,  and 
we  are  supposed  to  be  the  leader  since 
World  War  I.  The  first  was  Greece. 
Take  a  look  at  Greece  today.  I  visited 
that  country  some  years  ago.  It  is  now 
one  of  the  poorest.  The  next  is  Rome; 
very  poor.  Then  came  the  wealthiest 
nation  of  them  all,  Spain,  when  they 
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were  carrying  gold  from  South  and  Cen¬ 
tral  American  countries,  Cuba,  Puerto 
Rica,  Santo  Domingo.  Sure,  she  was 
wealthy  because  the  gold  was  carried 
there  by  the  boatload.  But,  she  became 
careless.  Then  came  France,  England, 
and  Germany,  and  now  the  United 
States.  Now  I  cannot  tell  you  what  was 
said  on  that  occasion,  but  Ike  did  say 
that  we  are  going  down  that  road  twice 
faster  than  any  other  nation.  Some 
of  those  nations  led  the  world  for  200 
years.  We  are  only  leading  it  14  years. 
And,  look  where  we  are.  We  owe  more 
money  than  all  the  world  put  together. 

I  remember  a  few  years  ago — and  I 
am  old;  I  am  one  of  the  oldest  here— I 
remember  a  few  years  ago  I  was  toss¬ 
ing  stones  at  youngsters  because  they 
could  not  speak  the  English  language. 
And,  excuse  the  expression,  we  called 
them  hunkies  and  called  them  some¬ 
thing  else,  too,  and  told  these  kids,  “If 
you  can’t  speak  English,  get  out  of  this 
country.”  Now  we  are  going  down  the 
road  to  spend  money  to  teach  these  kids 
various  languages.  Why,  there  are  more 
people  that  can  speak  two  or  three  or 
four  foreign  languages  in  New  York  and 
other  cities  than  in  all  the  rest  of  the 
world.  There  are  millions  of  kids  in 
New  York  that  can  speak  half  a  dozen 
languages.  But,  we  have  to  rush  in 
there  and  give  them  money  so  that  they 
can  speak  another  language.  I  want  to 
congratulate  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  for  the  way  be  spoke  about  this 
bill,  and  when  he  told  about  the  great 
chairman  there,  he  never  told  anything 
wrong.  But,  this  is  the  time  and  place 
to  take  stock  and  give  a  good  report 
of  our  stewardship.  I  mean  that,  be¬ 
cause  those  that  do  not  believe  in  his¬ 
tory  better  be  prepared  to  face  it.  And, 
we  are  not  prepared,  and  one  reason 
why  we  are  not  prepared  is  the  way 
we  have  been  dumping  money  out  like 
no  humans  on  the  face  of  the  earth 
ever  dumped  it  out. 

One  of  the  things  they  are  going  to 
ask  you  today  probably  is  why  do  we  set 
out  the  recreation  plans.  My  God,  we 
have  a  war  on  one  side,  and  we  want 
to  find  out  how  we  can  go  and  play 
on  the  other.  That  is  going  to  be  the 
question  they  are  going  to  ask  here  to¬ 
day.  I  hope  you  will  back  up  the  chair¬ 
man  today. 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  [Mr.  Conte], 

Mr.  CONTE.  Mr.  Chairman,  at  the 
outset  I  want  to  commend  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas]  and  the 
members  of  his  subcommittee  for  the 
outstanding  job  they  have  done  with  this 
very  disasteful  subject  of  deficiency  ap¬ 
propriations. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  here  today  as  a 
member  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Appro- 
pirations  for  Foreign  Operations.  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  cut  in  the  supple¬ 
mental  appropriation  for  the  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund.  I  feel,  Mr.  Chairman, 
that  it  is  vital  to  our  Nation’s  security 
and  the  future  of  the  free  world  that  we 
carry  on  this  important  foreign  aid  pro¬ 
gram. 

Mr.  Chairman,  able  cirticism  of  the 
foreign  aid  program  of  the  United  States 


was  made  yesterday,  and  many  other 
times,  by  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Passman].  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  have  the  greatest  respect 
and  I  have  the  greatest  admiration  for 
the  gentleman  from  Lousiana.  When 
he  speaks,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  listen  closely. 
He  has  long  years  of  experience  in  ap- 
proriations  work.  He  has  saved  this  • 
Nation  of  ours  millions  and  millions  of 
dollars  of  wasteful  spending.  And 
when  he  tells  us  today  that  there  have 
been  abuses  in  our  foreign  aid  program 
I  am  compelled  to  agree  with  him. 
There  are  abuses  in  all  governmental 
agencies.  There  are  abuses  in  the  vet¬ 
erans’  program.  There  are  abuses  in 
farm  subsidies.  There  are  abuses  in  the 
Federal  regulatory  agencies.  Yet  we 
continue  these  sendees  trying  to  find 
ways  to  correct  the  abuses.  There  are 
also  abuses,  Mr.  Charman,  in  the  con¬ 
gressional  staffs  here  in  Congress,  but 
that  does  not  mean,  Mr.  Chairman,  that 
the  Congress  will  abolish  its  staffs  or  will 
abolish  itself. 

We  need  to  maintain  a  sense  of  balance 
in  these  matters,  eliminating  inefficiency, 
waste,  and  other  types  of  abuses,  but  still 
protecting  and  nurturing  programs  so 
essential  to  our  entire  future.  It  is  for 
this  reason  that  I  favor  a  supplemental 
appropriation  of  at  least  $100  million 
for  the  Development  Loan  Fund  for  the 
remainder  of  the  fiscal  year  1959,  which 
amendment  I  understand  will  be  offered 
here  this  afternoon.  I  feel  that  we  would 
be  making  a  grave  error  if  we  failed  to 
vote  this  supplemental  appropriation.  I 
do  not  maintain  that  the  $100  million  is 
adequate.  It  is  my  own  feeling  that  the 
administration  was  justified  in  asking 
$225  million  for  the  remainder  of  this 
fiscal  year,  but  the  barest  minimum  is 
$100  million  unless  the  entire  foreign  aid 
program  is  to  encounter  the  most  serious 
difficulties  in  the  months  ahead. 

At  the  close  of  business  March  20,  Mr. 
Chairman,  the  Development  Loan  Fund 
had  only  $844,000  left  in  uncommitted 
funds.  If  the  Congress  now  fails  to  make 
a  supplemental  appropriation  for  this 
fund  it  will  be  impossible  for  the  fund 
to  go  ahead  making  loan  commitments 
between  now  and  the  beginning  of  the 
fiscal  year  1960.  What  will  the  world  say 
if  we  refuse  now  to  appropriate  these 
vitally  needed  funds?  I  think  it  is  clear 
what  the  global  reaction  will  be.  Amer¬ 
ica  has  shown,  in  the  midst  of  one  of  the 
most  serious  world  crises  since  World 
War  II,  that  she  shrinks  back  from  her 
free  world  responsibilities.  She  is  afraid 
to  wear  the  mantle  of  leadership  which 
history  has  given  her.  America  has  lost 
her  self-confidence,  her  courage.  Now 
in  the  moment  of  decision  she  turns  her 
back  on  the  world  and  seeks  to  withdraw 
into  herself. 

Let  us  recognize  clearly  what  are  the 
funds  the  administration  asks  for  today. 
These  are  not  funds  for  military  assist¬ 
ance  to  our  allies  or  for  bolstering  up 
their  economies  on  an  immediate  basis. 
These  funds  go  only  to  the  so-called  un¬ 
derdeveloped  countries.  They  are  on  a 
loan  basis  exclusively.  They  are  for 
projects  of  long-term  economic  develop¬ 
ment.  They  supplement  existing  public 
and  private  lending  institutions  and  in- 
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vestors.  These  loans  will  stimulate 
private  investment  and  enterprise. 
About  19  percent  of  the  loans  are  repay¬ 
able  in  dollars  or  other  hard  currencies, 
the  remainder  in  local  currencies. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  this  program 
is  an  absolutely  essential  part  of  our  na¬ 
tional  effort  to  maintain  peace  and  secu¬ 
rity  for  our  country  and  the  entire  free 
world.  In  the  long  tier  of  nations 
stretching  along  the  underbelly  of  the 
Sino-Soviet  Empire,  in  Africa,  and  in 
Latin  America,  a  new  age  is.  dawning. 
The  underdeveloped  nations  are  awaken¬ 
ing  to  their  potentialities  in  this  modern 
world.  The  question  is.  Will  they  de¬ 
velop  into  stable,  mature,  democratic 
nations,  or  will  they  be  sucked  up  into 
the  slave  system  of  the  Communist 
empire? 

It  has  sometimes  been  charged  that 
programs  of  this  nature  are  giveaways. 
I  would  point  out  that  the  Development 
Loan  Fund  is  based  on  the  best  principles 
of  free  enterprise  as  it  seeks  to  stimulate 
economic  progress  through  sound  loans. 
I  would  point  out  further  that  if  we 
weaken  now  in  our  determination  and 
slacken  our  pace  in  helping  these  under¬ 
developed  nations  to  prepare  for  a  new 
era  of  prosperity  and  freedom,  we  will 
indeed  give  away  to  communism,  within 
the  next  few  years,  the  control  of  count¬ 
less  nations  with  enough  people  and  re¬ 
sources  to  change  the  balance  of  power 
irretriveably  against  the  United  States. 

It  has  sometimes  been  charged  that 
our  foreign  aid  is  expensive.  Surely 
these  programs  are  expensive,  and  they 
will  continue  to  be  expensive  just  as  long 
as  the  threat  of  international  commu¬ 
nism  exists.  But  they  are  not  nearly  as 
expensive  as  war.  We  must  keep  the 
expense  in  its  proper  perspective.  Let 
us  remember  that  the  initial  cost  of 
World  War  II  to  the  United  States  was 
$350  billion,  with  battle  dead  and 
wounded  of  961,000  Americans.  The 
Korean  war  cost  us  $18  billions,  with 
143,000  American  casualties. 

I  freely  admit  that  the  Development 
Loan  Fund  may  be  expensive,  but  I  con¬ 
sider  its  cost  insignificant  when  com¬ 
pared  to  the  staggering  cost  of  wars  in 
terms  of  dollars  and  the  cost  of  wars  in 
the  most  tragic  equation  of  all,  in  terms 
of  human  life. 

If  these  foreign-aid  funds  help  even 
in  small  part  to  cx-eate  stable,  healthy 
economic  conditions  which  will  help  to 
prevent  future  wars,  they  are  sm-ely  a 
sound  investment  in  terms  of  dollars.  If 
they  save  the  life  of  even  a  single  Amer¬ 
ican  boy  who  might  otherwise  fall  in 
battle,  they  are  the  most  precious  in¬ 
vestment,  in  human  terms,  that  our  Na¬ 
tion  could  possibly  make. 

Mr.  LINDSAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CONTE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  LINDSAY.  I  should  like  to  com¬ 
mend  my  colleague,  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Conte],  on  the 
strength  of  his  remarks  in  support  of  a 
supplemental  appropriation,  which  I 
understand  will  be  offered  by  my  col¬ 
league  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Rooney]  to  the  extent  of  $100  mil¬ 
lion  for  the  Development  Loan  Fund. 
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May  I  ask  just  one  question:  A  ques¬ 
tion  was  asked  earlier  as  to  whether  or 
not  any  of  these  loans  have  been  paid 
back  in  the  short  period  of  time  this  pro¬ 
gram  has  been  functioning.  Can  the 
gentleman  tell  me  whether  or  not  some 
or  any  of  these  loans  have  been  paid  back 
with  interest? 

Mr.  CONTE.  The  Development  Loan 
Fund  Board  estimated  by  the  end  of  fis¬ 
cal  year  1959,  they  are  expected  to  receive 
$2.4  million  in  interest  and  principal. 

Mr.  LINDSAY.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man.  Now  the  statement  has  also  been 
made  that  we  are,  in  fact,  loaned  out. 
Do  you  support  the  statement  made  by 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  l  Mr. 
Ford]  that  we  are  loaned  out  at  this 
point  and  that  this  supplemental  appro¬ 
priation  is  needed  at  this  point? 

Mr.  CONTE.  Definitely.  We  have 
about  $884,000,  as  I  said  in  my  discussion 
here  today,  that  is  uncommitted.  There 
is  about  $1,500  million  asked  for  by  many 
countries  throughout  the  world. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Ten¬ 
nessee  [Mr.  EvinsL 

Mr.  EVINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  with 
reference  to  putting  this  matter  into 
proper  perspective,  I  think  it  is  well 
that  another  point  of  view  be  stated  with 
reference  to  putting  the  foreign  aid  pro¬ 
gram  in  an  overall  proper  perspective. 
This  program  has  been  going  on  for 
12  years.  I  was  here  when  it  was  initi¬ 
ated  in  the  80th  Congress.  It  was  started 
at  that  time  as  a  measure  to  assist  our 
allies  and  some  six  countries  who  were 
then  supposed  to  be  going  Communist 
unless  we  provided  some  aid  and  assist¬ 
ance  to  those  countries.  Today,  it  is 
spread  over  some  59  nations  all  over  the 
world.  I  think  as  one  who  has  supported 
this  program  in  the  past  that  there  are 
other  matters  that  we  should  consider 
with  reference  to  the  growth  and  extent 
of  the  full  implications  of  foreign  aid. 

Mr.  Chairman,  a  great  hue  and  cry  is 
being  raised  that  the  failure  of  this 
House  to  make  an  appropriation  for  the 
Development  Loan  Fund  will  somehow 
endanger  our  relations  with  and  our 
reputation  with  the  rest  of  the  world. 
Mr.  Chairman,  the  fact  is  that  there  al¬ 
ready  are  five  agencies  which  are  supply¬ 
ing  money  in  whole  or  in  part  for  eco¬ 
nomic  development  abroad.  Let  me  list 
these. 

First.  There  is  Mutual  Security  which, 
since  we  began  to  make  appropriations 
for  this  purpose,  has  had  appropriations 
of  more  than  $75  billion. 

Second.  There  is  the  Export-Import 
Bank  which  has  made  loans  in  excess  of 
$5  billion  and  a  good  portion  of  these 
funds  has  been  used  for  development 
abroad. 

Third.  There  is  the  International 
Bank  for  Reconstruction  and  Develop¬ 
ment.  Our  Government  has  committed 
more  than  $3  billion  to  this  Bank  and  has 
actually  paid  in  some  $650  million. 

The  World  Bank  is  actively  making 
economic  development  loans.  It  has 
made  such  loans  totaling  almost  $3  bil¬ 
lion — of  which  the  United  States  has 
contributed  as  I  said  some  $650  million. 

Fourth.  There  is  the  International 
Monetary  Fund  to  which  we  have  con¬ 
tributed  to  date  $2,000,750,000. 


Fifth.  There  is  the  International 
Finance  Corporation  into  which  we  have 
put  $35  million. 

Altogether  the  United  States  has  put 
into  all  of  these  agencies  a  total  of  $82 
billions  since  the  war  ended. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  certainly  does  not 
seem  that  the  world  will  come  to  an  end 
if  we  now  refuse  to  appropriate  funds 
for  this  latest  of  a  series  of  agencies  to 
develop  other  countries. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  seems  that  any  other 
country  in  the  world  can  obtain  funds 
to  create  or  expand  economic  enterprises 
but  not  the  United  States.  We  make 
loans  to  foreign  governments,  to  foreign 
corporations  and  to  foreign  nationals  to 
help  them  build  businesses  in  some  59 
different  countries  of  the  world.  We  also 
make  loans  to  U.S.  corporations  or  then- 
foreign  subsidiaries  to  help  them  expand 
their  businesses  in  these  other  countries 
abroad. 

We  can  make  loans  for  a  steel  mill  in 
Argentina,  a  fertilizer  plant  in  Egypt,  a 
cement  plant  in  Mexico,  a  coal-washing 
plant  in  Turkey,  a  railroad  in  Indonesia, 
or  a  dam  or  canal  system  in  Afghanistan. 
In  fact  there  appears  to  be  no  limit  to  the 
kind  of  economic  enterprise  for  which 
the  dollars  of  the  American  taxpayer 
can  be  lent  in  59  foreign  countries.  But, 
Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  no  agency  au¬ 
thorized  to  make  such  loans  for  eco¬ 
nomic  enterprises  within  the  United 
States.  We  can  make  loans  to  somebody 
just  across  the  line  in  Canada  or  in 
Mexico  for  a  new  business,  or  a  business 
of  almost  any  kind  but  not  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  appears  that  when 
these  agencies  loan  money  abroad  there 
is  very  little  appraisal  of  the  soundness 
of  these  projects  or  of  the  benefit  ratios. 
Furthermore,  many  of  these  transac¬ 
tions  are  hidden  in  secrecy  and  the  Con¬ 
gress  not  provided  with  full  information. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  sure  that  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  this  Nation  have  in  the  past  dem¬ 
onstrated  their  willingness  to  assist  all 
nations,  but  Mr.  Chairman  there  is  a 
limit.  A  time  comes  when  we  should  stop 
and  examine  both  the  value  and  the  ef¬ 
fectiveness  of  these  expenditures.  That 
time  I  believe  is  now.  We  have  heard 
stories  of  waste  and  corruption  in  the 
disposition  of  these  various  funds.  Be¬ 
fore  we  throw  additional  billions  into 
this  field  I  believe  it  is  pertinent  that  we 
stop  and  inquire  whether  we  are  using 
them  wisely  and  efficiently.  I  think  also 
that  when  we  are  asked  not  to  spend 
funds  for  the  development  of  our  own 
Nation,  we  have  every  right  also  to  ask 
whether  we  should  continue  to  appropri¬ 
ate  billions  blindly  for  further  foreign 
expenditures.  The  requests  that  have 
come  in  are  for  soft  loans.  These 
can  wait  and  be  considered  later.  The 
regular  appropriation  bill  asks  for  $700 
million  beginning  July  1  next. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EVINS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Does  the  gentleman  see 
any  difference  in  this  loan  provision  of 
our  economic  aid  program  and  the  re¬ 
volving  fund  in  the  distressed  area  legis¬ 
lation  which  the  President  vetoed  except, 
that  this  money  goes  outside  the  United 
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States  instead  of  being  used  for  the 
benefit  of  our  own  citizens? 

Mr.  EVINS.  I  believe  I  pointed  out 
that  there  is  no  cost-benefit  ratio  study 
with  respect  to  projects  overseas,  but 
very  close  scrutiny  with  respect  to  cost 
in  this  country.  The  President  vetoed 
the  bill  for  guaranteed  loans  for  our  own 
country.  These  would  be  repaid  by  the 
municipalities  and  cities  in  this  country. 

Mrs.  KELLY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EVINS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
woman  from  New  York. 

Mrs.  KELLY.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Evins],  I  want  to 
bring  to  the -attention  of  the  Members  of 
the  House  that  I  think  the  remarks  of 
the  previous  speaker,  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Conte],  should 
be  corrected  at  this  point  with  reference 
to  the  amount  to  be  repaid  under  the  De¬ 
velopment  Loan  Fund.  The  testimony 
this  morning  showed  it  has  only  been 
$225,000  to  date  and  might  possibly  reach 
a  million  by  the  end  of  this  year.  Ac¬ 
cording  to  testimony  before  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Foreign  Affairs  this  money,  the 
Honorable  Dempster  McIntosh,  who  is 
Managing  Director  of  the  Development 
Loan  Fund,  made  the  following  state¬ 
ment  on  this  very  point.  I  quote: 

Loan  repayments  and  guarantee  fees  are 
now  beginning  to  accrue.  To  date  these 
total  the  equivalent  of  $241,000  in  both 
dollars  and  local  currency.  By  the  end  of 
fiscal  year  1960  we  estimate,  based  on  our 
assumptions  of  disbursements,  that  collec¬ 
tions  of  interest  will  total  about  $9  million 
and  principal  repayments  under  $1  million. 
These  dollar  and  local  currency  funds  be¬ 
come  a  part  of  the  Development  Loan  Fund’s 
capital  available  for  relending  for  economic 
development.  In  addition,  as  Secretary 
Dillon  has  mentioned,  authority  is  being  re¬ 
quested  to  make  available  to  the  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund,  after  the  administrative 
needs  of  other  agencies  are  met,  the  local 
currency  repayments  under  mutual  security 
loans  concluded  since  1954.  It  is  now  esti¬ 
mated  that  in  fiscal  year  1960  such  repay¬ 
ments  will  total  about  $10  million.  Being 
local  currency  proceeds,  however,  these  ac¬ 
cruals  and  our  own  earnings,  also  mostly  in 
local  currency,  cannot  be  used  as  a  sub¬ 
stitute  for  foreign  exchange  loans.  For  such 
loans  we  must  rely  on  additions  by  the 
Congress  to  our  capital.  Fiscal  year  1960, 
however,  should  see  us  well  on  the  road  to 
effective  utilization  of  the  earnings  from  our 
earlier  loans  and  the  initiation  of  the  first 
phase  of  the  Development  Loan  Fund  be¬ 
coming  a  revolving  loan  fund. 

Mr.  EVINS.  I  thank  the  gentlewoman 
for  her  usual  fine  contribution. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
2  minutes  to  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mrs.  Rogers]. 

(Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts 
asked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise 
and  extend  her  remarks.) 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  it  seems  passing  strange  to  me 
that  there  were  no  cuts  in  the  hospital 
program  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  and  no  cuts  in  the  program  for  the 
health  of  Indians,  but  there  was  a  very 
substantial  cut  for  the  veterans  being 
cared  for  under  the  Veterans’  Admin¬ 
istration. 

I  understand  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Teague],  the  chairman  of 
the  Veterans’  Affairs  Committee,  will 
offer  an  amendment  to  restore  the  cuts 
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in  the  Veterans’  Administration  to  pro¬ 
vide  that  aid  to  veterans.  I  will  do  so  if 
he  does  not.  The  veterans  cannot  get 
adequate  or  at  time  really  decent  care 
when  cuts  are  made  in  their  appropria¬ 
tions. 

I  wish  to  read  a  list  of  some  of  the 
things  the  Veterans’  Administration 
tells  me  will  be  cut  out  if  the  item  goes 
through  as  it  presently  is  contained  in 
the  bill: 

The  reductions  made  by  the  House 
Appropriations  Committee  from  the 
supplemental  request  will  have  their 
greatest  impact  in  the  following  areas: 

First.  General  operating  expenses: 
Reduction  made,  $1,258,000.  This  ap¬ 
propriation  finances  the  activities  of  the 
regional  offices  under  the  Department 
of  Veterans  Benefits,  the  insurance  of¬ 
fices  under  the  Department  of  Insurance, 
and  all  the  staff  offices  in  the  central 
office. 

Second.  In-patient  care:  Reduction 
made,  $4,306,500.  This  appropriation 
finances  the  operations  of  all  VA  hospi¬ 
tals  and  domiciliaries. 

Third.  Out-patient  care:  Reduction 
made,  $554,000.  This  appropriation 
finances  the  operations  of  all  out-patient 
clinics  which  render  medical  and  dental 
services  to  service-connected  veterans. 

In  order  to  bring  the  financial  obliga¬ 
tions  of  the  VA  into  line  with  the  funds 
being  made  available,  the  following 
action  is  being  directed  to  all  affected 
offices : 

First.  Freeze  all  employment.  No 
vacancies  that  arise  will  be  filled  unless 
there  will  be  a  showing  of  dire  need  for 
the  position.  This  will  have  the  effect 
of  reducing  the  employment  in  regional 
offices,  insurance  offices,  hospitals,  and 
clinics. 

Second.  Defer  equipment  purchases. 
This  will  delay  the  purchase,  installation 
and  use  of  new  equipment  until  after 
the  beginning  of  the  next  fiscal  year  on 
July  1. 

Third.  Defer  maintenance  and  repair 
projects  in  our  hospitals.  This  action 
will  serve  to  delay  the  necessary  normal 
maintenance  projects  until  after  July  1. 
Such  action  will  have  the  effect  of  in¬ 
creasing  the  backlog  of  maintenance 
work  that  needs  to  be  done  in  our 
hospitals. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  say  that 
no  vacancies  will  be  filled  in  the  hos¬ 
pitals  or  elsewhere  if  these  cuts  go 
through,  and  I  defy  any  person  on  the 
floor  of  the  Congress  to  take  care  of 
sick  people  without  nurses  and  doctors, 
other  medical  personnel  and  proper 
medicines.  We  should  not  allow  this 
cut. 

Mr.  Omar  Ketchum  of  the  Veterans 
of  Foreign  Wars  told  me  oyer  the  tele¬ 
phone  of  the  organization’s  anxiety  to 
have  the  hospital  appropriation  restored. 

I  include  the  following  statement  sent 
to  me  from  the  DAV  and  telegram  from 
the  American  Legion  and  telegram  from 
the  VFW: 

Statement  op  DAV  National  Commander 

David  B.  Williams  of  Massachusetts  re 

VA  Cuts 

The  Congress  has  just  dealt  the  veterans 
of  America  one  of  the  severest  blows  that 
has  struck  the  hospital  system  of  the  Nation 
in  recent  years. 


Over  four  and  one-half  million  dollars  have 
been  meatcleavered  out  of  the  impatient 
fund.  It  is  too  late  to  fire  employees:  the 
terminal  leave  pay  necessary  upon  such  dis¬ 
missal  would  more  than  eat  up  any  savings 
that  have  to  be  made  in  this  last  quarter 
of  the  fiscal  year,  even  if  there  were  any 
sense  to  firing  such  people,  and  there  is 
not. 

Indeed,  we  had  begun  to  feel  that  the  ad¬ 
ditional  staffing  so  essential  in  our  hospi¬ 
tals  was  just  beginning  to  be  permitted  and 
now  again  the  freeze  is  on  *  *  *  a  severe 
restriction  on  the  employment  of  essential 
doctors  and  nurses. 

The  cut  cannot  be  made  up  by  cutting  staff. 
It  will  have  to  be  made  up  by  cutting  medi¬ 
cines  and  drugs.  It  will  be  made  up  by 
lowering  the  amount  of  steaks  and  meats  on 
the  menus  in  the  hospitals. 

These  are  the  service-connected  veterans 
as  well  as  the  nonservice  connected  who 
are  being  affected — the  paraplegic,  the  tu¬ 
bercular,  the  mental  patients,  the  general 
medical  and  surgical.  Is  this  the  answer 
of  Congress  to  the  Nation’s  promise  to  its 
fighting  men  that  they  would  have  the  fi¬ 
nest  medical  care  in  the  world? 

No  new  equipment  can  be  purchased  in 
in  the  hospitals  as  a  result  of  this  heavy 
slash.  Yet  it  has  been  just  this  area  where 
the  cuts  have  been  made  repeatedly  until 
the  hospitals  and  their  managers  from  one 
end  of  America  to  the  other  desperately 
need  good  equipment.  Is  this  the  finest 
medical  care  in  the  world?  Or  are  we  to 
treat  our  hospitalized  service-connected  as 
second-class  citizens. 

I  appeared  just  last  week  requesting  more 
money  for  hospital  maintenance  and  repair. 
I  pointed  out  clearly  and  emphatically  that 
in  this  area  above  all  others  funds  had  been 
handed  out  on  too  stringent  a  scale,  that 
buildings  were  in  need  of  repair,  that  it  was 
penny  wise  and  pound  foolish  not  to  make 
repairs  when  they  were  essential,  that  in  the 
long  run  the  cost  would  be  far  greater,  that 
many  of  the  VA  hospitals  were  ancient  and 
I  cannot  understand  a  kind  of  economy  that 
saves  pennies  at  the  expense  of  veterans 
service  connected  in  the  hospital  beds  of 
VA  institutions.  It  is  neither  logical  nor 
sympathetic.  Indeed  it  is  cruel  and  illogical. 
This  is  the  most  unkind  cut  of  all.  A  cut  at 
the  expense  of  America’s  disabled  veterans. 

But  outpatient  clinics  where  there  has 
already  been  a  starving  of  funds  now  take 
another  slash.  Congress  cut  $400,000  from 
outpatient  clinics  a  year  ago  and  caused 
great  distress.  The  DAV  in  Detroit  protested 
bitterly  and  its  spokesmen  recently  met  with 
the  congressional  delegation — the  answer  to 
our  protest  has  been  a  greater  cut.  I  want 
to  point  out  that  this  cut  is  all  on  the  serv¬ 
ice-connected  disabled  veterans,  for  they  are 
the  only  ones  entitled  to  care  in  the  outpa¬ 
tient  clinics. 

If  the  blow  at  the  hospital  system  was  a 
heavy  one  over  one  and  a  quarter  millions 
has  been  taken  in  addition  from  the  veterans 
services  department,  insurance,  and  the  med¬ 
ical  staff  at  the  Washington  office. 

Just  a  year  ago  a  congressional  cut  nearly 
eliminated  the  blind  program  in  central 
office.  Only  the  intercession  of  Father  Car- 
roll,  the  dedicated  priest  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  saved  that  program.  Now  again  the  ax 
has  fallen  on  the  doctors  who  run  the  pro¬ 
gram.  What  portions  of  the  medical  pro¬ 
gram  will  be  removed  in  Washington  this 
time? 

How  will  the  cuts  in  all  the  other  programs 
affect  the  service  to  veterans?  Does  it  mean 
that  checks  for  service-connected  compensa¬ 
tion  recipients  will  be  delayed?  Does  it 
mean  a  delay  in  insurance  amounts  paid  to 
beneficiaries?  These  are  questions  in  which 
the  Disabled  American  Veterans  takes  a  deep 
interest  when  Congress  begins  recklessly 
wielding  the  economy  scythe  upon  the  dis¬ 
abled,  the  hospitalized,  and  the  needy. 
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Washington,  D.C.,  March  24,  1959. 
Hon.  Edith  Nourse  Rogers, 

House  of  Representatives , 

House  Office  Building: 

The  American  Legion  is  concerned  over 
severe  cuts  in  H.R.  5916  as  they  apply  to 
Veterans’  Administration  supplemental 
funds  for  1959.  The  $6  million  reduction 
may  seem  small  but  it  is  important  to  the 
efficient  operation  of  VA  hospital  and  med¬ 
ical  program.  We  urge  you  and  your  col¬ 
leagues  to  restore  funds  to  equal  VA’s  re¬ 
quest. 

Miles  D.  Kennedy, 

Director,  National  Legislative  Committee. 


Washington,  D.C.,  March  24,  1959. 
Hon.  Edith  N.  Rogers, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.C.: 

Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  greatly  disturbed 
over  proposed  cuts  in  second  .supplemental 
appropriations  which  will  vitally  affect  im¬ 
portant  services  to  veterans  through  the 
Veterans’  Administration,  the  Veterans’  Em¬ 
ployment  Service,  and  the  Bureau  of  Vet¬ 
erans’  Reemployment  Rights.  May  I  strong¬ 
ly  urge  through  you  that  the  House  of 
Representatives  approve  an  amendment  to 
the  second  supplemental  which  will  restore 
these  proposed  cuts  involving  services  to 
veterans. 

Omar  B.  Ketchum, 

VFW  Legislative  and  Rehabilitation 
Director. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Lou¬ 
isiana  [Mr.  Passman]. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
7  minutes  also  to  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana  [Mr.  Passman]. 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
going  to  the  record  in  order  to  present 
a  substantial  case.  As  I  said  before,  you 
only  make  one  mistake  on  the  floor  of 
this  House  and  you  are  finished.  I  am 
going  to  try  now  not  to  make  that  mis¬ 
take. 

I  can  understand  why  some  of  our 
Members  act  in  this  matter  as  they  do, 
because  I  know  something  about  the 
type  of  pressure  that  the  White  House 
and  the  President’s  aides  can  exert  in 
their  efforts  to  get  what  they  want. 

Let  me  cite  to  you  a  mild  sample  of 
the  type  of  pressure  and  misrepresenta¬ 
tion  that  is  brought  to  bear.  On  Feb¬ 
ruary  2  for  some  reason  unknown  to  me, 
a  story  was  leaked  to  the  great  New 
York  Times  and  published  on  February 
3.  This  erroneous  news  story  follows : 
Foreign  Aid  Unit  Blocked  on  Funds. — House 

Foe  of  Help  Overseas  Delays  Hearing  on 

Loan  Agency’s  Plea  for  Cash 

Washington,  February  2. — The  adminis¬ 
tration  has  run  into  a  serious  congressional 
roadblock  in  its  effort  to  get  an  emergency 
$225  million  appropriation  for  the  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund. 

The  Fund,  now  down  to  its  $20  million,  is 
the  Government’s  chief  agency  for  lending 
to  underdeveloped  countries. 

The  roadblock  to  the  emergency  appropria¬ 
tion  lies  in  the  subcommittee  of  the  House 
Appropriations  Committee  that  handles  for¬ 
eign  aid  funds.  This  group  is  headed  by 
Representative  Otto  E.  Passman,  Democrat 
of  Louisiana,  long  an  opponent  of  foreign 
aid. 

The  immediate  issue  is  the  superficially 
unimportant  one  of  when  hearings  can  be 
scheduled  on  the  administration’s  request 
for  a  supplemental  appropriation.  However, 
if  the  hearings  are  postponed  long  enough — 
until  consideration  of  the  regular  foreign  aid 
bill,  with  its  $700  million  request  for  the 
Fund — Congress  may  presume  that  the  need 
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for  the  supplemental  appropriation  no  longer 
existed. 

DECLINES  TO  SET  HEARING 

Up  to  now  Mr.  Passman  has  declined  to 
schedule  a  hearing  on  the  request  for  a  $225 
million  supplemental  appropriation.  It  is 
understood  that  he  contends  that  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  his  subcommittee,  many  of  whom  are 
chairmen  of  other  subcommittees,  are  too 
busy  handling  emergency  supplemental  re¬ 
quests  from  other  departments. 

The  administration  asked  for  hearings  by 
February  11.  Mr.  Passman  has  indicated  he 
may  not  be  able  to  get  around  to  this  matter 
until  May  or  June.  By  that  time  it  may  well 
have  been  academic. 

A  request  for  a  supplemental  appropriation 
in  the  foreign  aid  field  is  highly  unusual. 
Normally  the  administration  gets  along  as 
best  it  can  with  the  amount  voted  in  each 
session  of  Congress. 

The  special  foreign  aid  request  arose  this 
year  because  of  a  development  in  the  last  day 
of  Congress  last  year.  The  House  had  cut 
the  request  for  the  Fund  from  $625  million  to 
$400  million.  The  Senate  insisted  on  the 
full  $625  million. 

In  a  last-minute  compromise,  the  Senate 
accepted  the  House  figure  but  won  a  con¬ 
cession  from  Mr.  Passman.  The  concession, 
embodied  in  the  conference  report  on  the 
bill,  invited  the  President  to  apply  for  a 
supplemental  bill  to  make  up  .the  difference 
if  the  need  arose. 

The  administration’s  position  is  that  the 
need  has  arisen.  Demands  on  the  Fund  have 
been  very  large  and  loans  approved  have 
almost  exhausted  available  funds.  • 

Activity  of  the  Fund  now  will  come  to  a 
near  stop,  pending  action  on  the  supple¬ 
mental  request.  If  action  on  the  request 
continues  to  be  delayed,  the  Fund  may  have 
to  await  passage  of  the  regular  aid  bill,  which 
usually  does  not  happen  until  July. 

It  is  understood  that  the  administration 
will  appeal  to  Representative  Clarence  Can¬ 
non,  Democrat  of  Missouri,  chairman  of  the 
full  Appropriations  Committee,  in  an  effort 
to  get  an  early  hearing. 

It  was  after  this  story  was  leaked  that 
they  found  out  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  [Mr.  Cannon]  had  not  even  or¬ 
ganized  his  committees.  They  did  not 
know,  and  had  not  seen  fit  to  inquire, 
before  making  such  an  unfounded 
charge,  that  there  was  a  Deficiency  Sub¬ 
committee  to  handle  the  supplemental 
requests.  But  I  must  say  that  Secretary 
Dillon  was  nice  enough  to  write  me  a 
letter  of  apology.  I  will  read  only  the 
closing  paragraph : 

The  article  was,  to  say  the  least,  untimely 
since  the  President  had  not  at  that  time 
officially  transmitted  his  request  for  the 
funds  involved.  It  is  my  sincere  hope  that 
there  will  be  no  repetition  of  such  an 
occurrence. 

That  gives  a  mild  idea  as  to  how  far 
they  will  go  to  exert  pressure. 

It  has  been  indicated  here  today  that 
this  huge  development  loan  program  has 
taken  over  all  of  the  other  grants,  which, 
of  course,  is  not  a  fact.  I  want  to  say  to 
you  that  in  addition  to  the  Development 
Loan  Fund,  the  mutual  security  program 
had  in  excess  of  $1  billion  in  last  year’s 
bill  floating  around  for  complete  and  out¬ 
right  grants.  There  is,  for  example,  the 
defense  support  category,  which  is  eco¬ 
nomic  support,  $750  million.  Then,  spe¬ 
cial  assistance,  $200  million.  Also,  the 
President’s  contingency  fund,  $155  mil¬ 
lion.  And  to  practically  all  of  the  cate¬ 


gories,  add  the  carryovers.  There  are 
actually  28  different  items  in  the  MSA 
funds  bill ;  and  the  Development  Loan  is 
largely  another  device  by  which  they 
start  another  program,  under  a  different 
name.  I  challenge  anyone  to  success¬ 
fully  disprove  what  I  have  just  said. 

Mr.  Chairman,  therefore,  I  rise  in  op¬ 
position  to  the  anticipated  amendment. 
I  hope  the  Members  fully  understand 
that  the  Development  Loan  Fund  is  just 
one  of  many  parts  of  this  mammoth 
foreign  aid  program.  There  are  other 
funds  in  the  program  from  which  both 
loans  and  grants  are  abundantly  avail¬ 
able. 

Those  who  have  had  an  opportunity 
to  analyze  the  foreign  aid  bill,  and  the 
ever-changing  names  of  items  in  the 
bill,  recognize  that  the  Development 
Loan  item  is  actually  very  little  more 
than  an  actual  grant.  This  is  true  be¬ 
cause  a  great  majority  of  the  loans  are 
made  to  countries  which,  if  they  repay 
at  all,  repay  the  loans  with  their  local 
currencies,  for  which  this  Nation  has 
very  little  use  and  cannot  spend.  In 
fact,  we  have  more  than  $2  billion  in 
such  currencies  on  hand  or  to  our  credit 
at  the  present  time. 

And,  many  of  the  recipients  of  these 
so-called  loans  are  the  nations  who 
have  already  received  hundreds  of  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars  out  of  other  funds  in  the 
foreign  aid  program. 

Many  Members  have  been  forewarned 
of  the  type  of  pressure  to  which  they 
would  be  subjected  on  requests  for  for¬ 
eign  aid.  I  addressed  the  Members  of 
the  House  to  that  effect  last  year,  and 
now  you  painfully  experience  my  pre¬ 
diction  coming  true. 

It  has  been  my  privilege  to  serve  as 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  handling 
the  foreign-aid  funds  for  4  years;  and 
without  exception,  when  the  committee 
attempted  to  reduce  the  bill  because  of 
lack  of  justification  for  funds,  then  the 
protests  from  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  and 
elsewhere,  were  enough  to  frighten  those 
without  information  as  to  what  was  be¬ 
hind  the  pressure. 

In  fact,  during  the  past  4  years,  the 
Congress,  in  its  wisdom,  has  lowered  the 
President’s  requests  by  approximately  $3 
billion;  and  finally,  last  year,  Mr. 
Sprague,  one  of  the  Assistant  Secretaries 
of  Defense,  said,  and  I  quote; 

The  reductions  that  the  Congress  has  ef¬ 
fectuated  in  the  program  have  assisted  the 
executive  branch  in  administering  the  pro¬ 
gram  in  a  more  efficient  manner.  There  is 
no  question  about  that. 

You  understand,  of  course,  that  the 
foreign-aid  program  is  the  only  sacred 
spending  program  that  will  come  before 
the  Congress  so  far  as  Pennsylvania  Ave¬ 
nue  is  concerned.  In  fact,  the  Director 
of  the  Budget  allows  the  full  request  for 
foreign  aid.  How  many  other  programs 
do  you  know  of  in  which  a  situation  as 
this  exists? 

Furthermore,  you  can  cut  every  pro¬ 
gram  and  every  department  in  Govern¬ 
ment,  including  the  military,  and  there 
is  no  howl  from  downtown;  but  reduce 
any  item  in  the  foreign-aid  program,  and 
you  are  accused  of  being  almost  a  traitor. 


Last  year,  the  House,  in  its  wisdom, 
passed  a  bill  providing  new  funds  for 
MSA  in  the  amount  of  $3,078,092,500. 
This  bill  went  to  the  other  body  and  was 
increased  by  $440  million.  For  reasons 
that  time  will  not  now  permit  me  to  dis¬ 
cuss,  the  other  body  did  not  grant  the 
House  a  conference  to  resolve  the  differ¬ 
ences  on  the  bill  until  the  night  we  ad¬ 
journed  sine  die. 

They  almost  established  a  record  for 
holding  a  committee  off  until  just  a  few 
hours  before  we  were  ready  to  sound  the 
gavel. 

Upon  our  arrival  at  the  conference, 
were  were  told  to  accept  the  Senate  bill 
or  there  would  be  no  bill.  We  did,  how¬ 
ever,  finally  agree  to  split  the  difference 
in  the  amount  added  by  the  other  body, 
and  the  House  was  rolled  for  $220 
million.  The  Senate  was  permitted  to 
apply  the  amount  on  which  the  House 
receded  to  any  section  of  the  bill.  What 
a  trap  we  walked  into.  They  increased 
the  Development  Loan  Fund  out  of  the 
House’s  concession  by  $100  million,  so 
that  the  bill  the  Congress  finally  ap¬ 
proved  was  $100  million  more  than  the 
sum  to  which  the  House  agreed  orig¬ 
inally  for  that  particular  Fund. 

It  was  suggested  in  the  conference 
that  we  also  agree  to  consider  a  possible 
supplemental  request  this  year,  not 
necessarily  to  the  Development  Loan 
Fund,  but  to  the  mutual  security  pro¬ 
gram  as  such.  The  committee  handling 
the  bill  has  not  had  an  opportunity  to 
consider  the  supplemental;  but  the  De¬ 
ficiency  Subcommittee  considered  the 
item  and,  according  to  press  reports,  al¬ 
lowed  $150  million  of  the  request.  Later 
they  voted  again  and  reduced  the 
amount  to  $50  million;  then  on  even 
another  vote,  they  moved  it  to  $100  mil¬ 
lion.  The  full  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  disallowed  the  supplemental  re¬ 
quest  altogether.  The  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Jensen]  had 
a  rather  remarkable  report  on  what 
transpired  in  the  subcommittee. 

I  hope  he  repeats  it  today  for  the  en¬ 
lightenment  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  International  Co¬ 
operation  Administration  is  the  sponsor 
and  coordinator  of  the  entire  mutual 
security  program.  As  I  have  indicated 
before,  in  my  candid  opinion,  based  upon 
on-the-spot  checks  and  other  informa¬ 
tion  and  reports,  there  is  more  dishonesty 
and  payoffs  in  this  program  than  in  any 
other  program  which  this  country  has 
ever  undertaken,  involving,  of  course, 
individuals  of  recipient  nations.  But 
now  it  is  beginning  to  leak  out  that  some 
of  our  own  personnel  have  enriched  their 
fortunes  out  of  this  program,  which  is 
presently  operating  without  an  Adminis¬ 
trator. 

On  yesterday,  a  former  official  of  the 
ICA  admitted  under  oath  that  he  ac¬ 
cepted  $25,000  from  U.S.  contractors  in 
Laos.  On  March  14,  Mr.  Robert  F. 
Keller,  GAO  General  Counsel,  said,  and 
I  quote : 

The  International  Cooperation  Adminis¬ 
tration  has  refused  to  let  the  GAO  see  the 
evaluation  reports  by  ICA  officials  in  eight 
programs  to  China,  Laos,  Pakistan,  India, 
Bolivia,  Brazil,  and  Guatemala. 
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These  revelations  are  not  intended  as 
an  indictment  of  our  own  public  officials; 
but  certainly  they  indicate  what  can 
happen  when  an  administration  blindly 
applies  the  pressure  for  an  amount  of 
money  for  a  complex  foreign  aid  program 
that  is  out  from  under  control,  operating 
all  over  the  world  in  70  nations  with 
42,000  personnel. 

Please  understand  that  the  item  we  are 
considering  today  is  for  a  supplemental 
appropriation;  and  the  main  reason  for 
the  request  at  this  time  is  that  the 
authorization  under  which  this  money 
can  be  obtained  will  expire  on  June  30, 
and  the  giveaway  boys  just  hate  to  see 
it  go.  Thus,  the  present  fight. 

Furthermore,  there  is  a  request  now 
before  the  Congress  for  new  funds  ap¬ 
proximating  $4  billion,  and  $700  million 
of  this  total  is  for  the  very  program  now 
under  discussion. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  practically  all  agen¬ 
cies  of  the  Government  there  are  two 
types  of  funds  on  hand — obligated  and 
unobligated.  But  this  practice  is  not 
applied  to  the,  shall  we  say,  sacred 
foreign  aid  program.  In  the  military 
phase  of  the  program  in  fact,  for  good 
reason,  in  part,  if  they  cannot  spend  the 
funds,  they  reserve  them  and  such  is  re¬ 
spected  as  an  obligation. 

The  Development  Loan  phase  of  the 
program  has  a  similar  catchall.  If  they 
cannot  obligate  the  funds,  then  they  say 
they  have  issued  letters  of  intent  or  let¬ 
ters  of  commitment;  but  my  experience 
with  these  people  has  demonstrated  that 
you  have  to  get  up  early  every  morning 
in  order  to  match  wits  with  them.  It  is 
a  part  of  their  business  to  endeavor  to 
think  ahead  and  stay  ahead  of  the  Con¬ 
gress.  And  they  have  met  with  some 
success.  However,  the  searching  ques¬ 
tions  being  asked  by  the  Foreign  Opera¬ 
tions  Subcommittee,  and  other  impor¬ 
tant  committees  of  the  Congress,  are 
becoming  very  painful  to  them. 

It  is  not  unusual  for  this  agency  to 
enter  into  obligations,  then  deobligate, 
or  amend  the  obligation  so  as  to  keep 
alive  large  unrealistic  obligations  year 
after  year. 

One  example  would  be  in  the  case  of 
grain  storage  elevators  for  Pakistan.  For 
this,  $500,000  of  1952  funds  was  obli¬ 
gated;  sufficient  1953  funds  were  obli¬ 
gated  to  bring  the  total  to  $1,480,000 ;  and 
an  obligation  of  this  magnitude  was  car¬ 
ried  on  the  books  until  1958. 

On  yesterday,  I  spoke  to  the  Controller 
of  the  ICA  and  asked  that  he  verify  a 
statement  made  to  me  earlier  that  he 
would  not  obligate,  and  had  not  con¬ 
templated  obligating,  any  of  the  funds 
in  the  supplemental  request.  And  it  is 
now  a  question  of  only  a  few  weeks  until 
new  funds  will  be  approved  for  this  pro¬ 
gram.  I  should  like  to  point  out  here 
that  on  February  28  a  total  of  $290  mil¬ 
lion  was  unobligated  in  the  Development 
Loan  Fund,  and  that  figure  cannot  be 
disproved.  Therefore,  this  supplemental 
request  could  be  denied  completely,  and, 
in  my  opinion,  should  be  denied,  without 
any  damage  to  the  fund,  especially  when 
it  is  taken  into  account  hundreds  of  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars  are  available  in  other 
funds,  under  different  names,  but  in  the 


same  program,  through  which  they  can 
make  either  loans  or  grants. 

I  wonder  how  many  spenders  and  how 
many  savers  we  have  in  this  body,  and 
just  how  far  we  will  go  in  mismanaging 
the  country’s  business.  The  Treasury 
statement  as  of  March  18  shows  that  we 
have  collected  more  revenue  thus  far  in 
fiscal  1959  than  we  did  for  the  same 
period  in  fiscal  1958.  But  the  same 
Treasury  statement  reveals  that  we  have 
already  spent  during  this  fiscal  year  $8 
billion  more  than  we  had  spent  during 
the  corresponding  period  of  the  last  fiscal 
year.  Our  deficit  now  stands  at  about 
$14  billion.  Not  one  dollar  in  the  bill 
before  you  can  be  paid  out  of  current 
revenues;  it  is  money  that  we  will  have 
to  borrow.  Furthermore,  the  total  re¬ 
quests  for  supplemental  funds,  appli¬ 
cable  to  the  present  fiscal  year,  will 
amount  to  $8,700  million.  How  many 
of  you  know  that  they  are  pulling  out 
of  fiscal  1958  something  like  $9  billion 
and  putting  it  over  into  fiscal  1959? 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  the  amendment 
will  be  voted  down  so  that  the  regular 
subcommittee  handling  the  money  re¬ 
quests  for  the  mutual  security  program, 
including  the  Development  Loan  Fund, 
can  establish,  with  your  cooperation,  the 
actual  needs.  I  say  respectfully  that  we 
are  fortified  with  4  years  of  active  ex¬ 
perience  with  this  committee,  and  we 
have  not  yet  misled  you,  and  we  will  not 
do  so  in  the  future  if  you  will  give  us  the 
opportunity  to  function. 

We  assure  you  that  our  record  will  be 
just  as  sound  this  year,  if  you  will  defer 
action  and  permit  the  regular  committee 
to  consider  the  request  that  will  be  be¬ 
fore  it  for  this  same  item  within  just  a 
matter  of  weeks. 

In  all  the  many  different,  complex 
categories  of  foreign  aid,  there  was 
available  during  the  present  fiscal  year 
$15,600,000,000.  Undoubtedly,  you  will 
agree  that  with  such  a  vast  sum  avail¬ 
able  it  would  indicate  wisdom  on  our 
part  to  deny  this  supplemental  request; 
and  maybe  before  we  report  the  regular 
bill  to  the  House  we  can  ascertain, 
among  our  other  findings,  why  the  ICA 
is  denying  the  General  Accounting  Of¬ 
fice  access  to  its  evaluation  reports.  It 
may  be  that  the  Hardy  committee  will 
have  more  information  such  as  that  re¬ 
vealed  in  the  press  this  morning. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  conclusion,  I  say 
without  fear  of  successful  contradiction 
that  no  valid  and  substantial  case  can 
be  made  for  this  supplemental  appro¬ 
priation  on  the  basis  of  the  record,  and 
not  according  to  a  lot  of  bureaucratic 
recent  facts  and  figures  presented  from 
downtown.  I  hope  that  if  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  offered  you  will  vote  it  down. 

Mr.  CONTE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CONTE.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  if  he  was  a 
member  of  the  conference  committee  on 
August  23,  1958,  and  whether  or  not  he 
was  chairman  of  that  conference  com¬ 
mittee  which  signed  this  report  which 
reads  as  follows: 

The  amounts  contained  in  the  bill  agreed 
by  the  conferees  were  too  small  in  the  view 
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of  some  of  the  conferees,  especially  in  the 
Development  Loan  Fund.  It  is  understood 
that  if  additional  funds  are  needed  next 
January  for  the  purposes  contained  in  this 
bill,  the  Appropriations  Committees  of  the 
House  and  Senate  will  give  earnest  consid¬ 
eration  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Executive  in  view  of  the  importance  of 
maintaining  our  friendly  relations  with 
countries  with  whom  we  have  undertakings. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  has  expired. 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  I  should  like  the  op¬ 
portunity  to  answer  the  gentleman. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  has  expired. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  1  additional  minute. 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  What  would  you  do 
if  you  were  chairman  of  a  committee  and 
had  passed  your  bill,  and  then  for  the 
next  53  days  action  on  the  bill  was  de¬ 
layed  by  the  other  body,  with  a  confer¬ 
ence  to  resolve  the  differences  not  pos¬ 
sible  until  right  before  adjourning  sine 
die?  Along  about  midnight,  or  just  be¬ 
fore  midnight,  the  pressure  was  on  the 
leaders  on  either  side,  and  by  that  I  mean 
on  either  side  of  the  Hill,  not  only  on 
either  side  of  the  aisle.  The  pressure 
was  on  to  get  a  decision  and  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  completed.  I  imagine  that 
you,  too,  might  have  agreed  in  these  cir¬ 
cumstances.  What  we  said  was  that  we 
would  give  consideration  to  a  supple¬ 
mental  request,  and  that  has  now  been 
done.  The  case  presented  for  additional 
funds  for  fiscal  1959  was  a  very  weak  one. 

Mr.  CONTE.  If  I  had  the  gentleman’s 
fortitude  and  backbone,  I  would  have 
stood  pat  and  firm  at  that  point. 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  The  gentleman  is  go¬ 
ing  to  make  a  good  member  of  our  sub¬ 
committee. 

Mr.  CONTE.  As  A1  Smith  would  say, 
“Let  us  look  at  the  record.”  You  said  on 
the  record  that  you  were  for  more  funds 
come  January  1959  if  additional  funds 
were  needed  for  this  program. 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  The  gentleman  is  go¬ 
ing  to  make  a  fine  member  of  our  sub¬ 
committee;  and  when  he  gets  out  from 
under  this  pressure,  I  think  he  will  vote 
as  he  should  on  such  matters  as  the  one 
here  in  question. 

Mr.  CONTE.  I  can  guarantee  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  that  certainly 
I  know  of  no  pressure  placed  on  me  in 
regards  to  this  appropriation. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Minne¬ 
sota  [Mr.  Judd]. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  my  good 
friend  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana 
said  that  he  has  never  misled  anybody. 
I  know  he  has  never  misled  anybody  in¬ 
tentionally,  but  people  might  conceiv¬ 
ably  be  misled  by  the  figures  he  has  given 
if  they  do  not  have  some  additional  infor¬ 
mation  on  some  of  the  points  that  have 
been  discussed. 

I  would  like  to  say,  first  of  all,  that 
I  am  not  under  any  pressure  and  I  do 
not  know  where  all  this  talk  of  pressure 
comes  from.  Once  in  a  while  I  have  had 
lobbyists  coming  in  to  urge  me  to  vote 
against  this  program  because  of  the 
alleged  waste  in  what  they  usually  call 
the  giveaway  foreign-aid  program.  No¬ 
body  has  ever  pressured  me  in  favor  of 
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it,  from  Pennsylvania  Avenue  or  else¬ 
where.  I  do  not  know  of,  where,  or  by 
whom  the  rest  of  you  may  have  been 
subjected  to  any  such  irresistible  pres¬ 
sure.  My  decision  is  based  on  the  total 
picture — not  part  of  it.  And  I  believe 
that  is  true  of  most  other  Members  also. 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  Just  so  the  gentle¬ 
man  will  not  get  the  impression  that  I 
was  the  only  one. 

I  will  be  very  happy  to  make  that  in¬ 
formation  available. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  have  not  had  any  pres¬ 
sure. 

Mr.  BOLAND.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BOLAND.  I  served  on  the  sub¬ 
committee  that  originally  recommended 
$100  million.  I  know  of  no  particular 
pressure.  When  the  bill  came  up,  I 
thought  they  made  a  fine  case.  There 
was  no  pressure  and  no  influence.  This 
was  our  best  judgment. 

Mr.  JUDD.  When  I  present  some  facts 
now,  it  is  not  because  I  am  being  pres¬ 
sured;  it  is  simply  to  present  some  con¬ 
siderations  that  the  gentleman  has  not 
mentioned. 

I  have  supported  this  program  since  its 
beginning,  and  I  am  proud  of  its  ac¬ 
complishments.  The  gentleman  stressed 
how  much  the  foreign  aid  program  has 
cost.  How  many  billions  did  it  cost  to 
fight  and  win  World  War  II?  Would  you 
say  it  was  a  waste  to  spend  $300  billion 
or  $400  billion  to  save  the  United  States? 
This  mutual  security  program  has  saved 
country  after  country  whose  loss  would 
have  been  disastrous  to  the  United  States 
and  its  security. 

Now,  let  me  talk  about  the  record  on 
foreign  loans.  It  has  been  charged  that 
these  loans  are  worthless,  wasteful,  not 
being  repaid,  and  so  on.  Under  the  mu¬ 
tual  security  program  since  its  beginning 
in  1948,  we  have  made  foreign  loan  dis¬ 
bursements,  under  various  lending  pro¬ 
grams  before  we  concentrated  them  in 
the  Development  Loan  Fund,  to  a  total  of 
$2,158  million.  We  have  already  received 
in  loan  repayments  $44.9  million  and  in¬ 
terest  collections  of  $225.4  million.  But 
this  is  the  most  important  point:  Not  a 
single  loan  is  in  arrears  today.  Pay¬ 
ments  of  interest  and  repayments  of 
principal  are  on  schedule.  At  one  time 
one  country,  Turkey,  was  in  severe  eco¬ 
nomic  difficulty  and  in  arrears,  but  it  has 
resumed  payments  according  to  schedule. 
So  when  it  is  said  that  this  is  a  waste¬ 
ful,  irresponsible  and  unsuccessful  pro¬ 
gram — what  do  they  mean?  Do  we  ask 
or  expect  borrowers  to  pay  ahead  of  the 
schedule  laid  down  in  the  contracts  they 
have  signed?  They  are  on  schedule.  I 
do  not  know  what  more  could  be  asked. 

The  question  of  corruption  has  been 
brought  up.  The  gentleman  from 
Louisiana  has  told  you  that  ICA  has 
42,000  employees  scattered  around  the 
world.  There  is  only  one  case  thus  far 
of  demonstrated  corruption,  so  far  as  I 
am  aware.  I  am  sure  there  has 
been  a  lot  more  con-up ti on  than  that. 
I  am  sure  quite  a  few  people  in  the  re¬ 
cipient  countries  and  some  Americans 
also  have  gotten  some  of  the  funds  im¬ 
properly;  but  the  fact  is  that  out  of 


42,000  persons  working  all  around  the 
world  under  the  most  difficult  circum¬ 
stances  imaginable,  with  frequently  a 
minimum  of  tight  controls  as  is  almost 
unavoidably  the  case  in  primitive  situa¬ 
tions,  there  is  only  one  proved  Ameri¬ 
can  case  of  corruption  as  yet.  The  man 
confessed;  that  record  is  extraordinary, 
in  fact,  too  good  to  be  true.  Doubtless 
there  will  be  further  instances,  some  in¬ 
dictments,  probably  some  convictions. 
But  in  my  judgment  that  is  no  reason 
for  closing  out  a  program.  I  have  never 
yet  operated  on  a  patient  without  his 
losing  some  blood ;  neither  has  any  other 
surgeon.  But  do  you  mean  to  tell  me 
we  should  not  operate  because  the  pa¬ 
tient  is  going  to  lose  blood,  if  thereby 
we  can  save  the  patient’s  life?  We  use 
every  care  to  keep  the  loss  to  the  mini¬ 
mum,  but  the  main  objective  is  to  save 
the  patient’s  life.  It  is  just  as  simple  as 
that  in  dealing  with  this  program  of 
aid  to  threatened  countries  all  around 
the  world. 

Unquestionably  there  has  also  been 
waste  in  parts  of  this  program,  but  the 
answer  is  essentially  the  same  as  above. 
Probably  the  single  most  wasteful  pro¬ 
gram  we  have  had  anywhere  has  been 
the  new  country  of  Laos,  yet  it  is  prob¬ 
ably  the  single  most  successful  program 
we  have  had  anywhere.  At  the  time  we 
started  that  program  only  4  years  ago, 
the  country  did  not  have  a  currency  of 
its  own.  It  did  not  have  a  bank.  It  did 
not  have  a  solid  government.  It  did  not 
have  a  school  above  the  sixth  grade. 
There  was  only  one  qualified  doctor  in 
the  whole  country,  about  as  large  as  my 
State  of  Minnesota.  Laos  did  not  even 
have  a  national  budget,  or  a  taxation 
system,  or  funds  to  pay  for  its  armed 
forces.  All  these  had  been  handled  by 
France.  It  had  a  civil  war  in  addition. 
Two  northern  provinces  were  occupied 
by  Communist  forces,  supported  and 
supplied  across  the  border  from  Red 
China  on  the  north,  and  Communist 
North  Vietnam  on  the  east.  Yet  the 
strategic  location  of  Laos  was  such  that 
unless  it  was  kept  out  of  the  Communists’ 
control,  Vietnam,  on  the  one  side,  and 
Cambodia  and  Thailand,  on  the  other, 
would  go  down  the  drain.  The  rest  of 
southeast  Asia  would  be  practically  help¬ 
less,  with  its  tin,  oil,  rubber,  and  rice 
surpluses,  a  matchless  prize  whose  con¬ 
trol  would  put  most  of  the  billion-plus 
people  in  Asia  at  the  disposal  of  our 
enemies. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  has  expired. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  5  addi¬ 
tional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  is  recognized  for  5  addi¬ 
tional  minutes. 

Mr.  JUDD.  We  discussed  in  commit¬ 
tee  whether  ICA  ought  to  start  a  pro¬ 
gram  in  Laos  under  such  almost  hope¬ 
less  handicaps.  We  decided  we  ought  to 
make  the  effort.  So  we  spent  a  lot  of 
money  even  though  there  was  at  least 
a  50-percent  chance  of  failure  and  bound 
to  be  some  mistakes  and  a  lot  of  waste. 
The  stakes  were  so  great  we  had  to  do  it. 
We  could  not  allow  the  whole  area  to  go 
by  default. 


Today  the  Government  of  Laos  is 
stronger  than  anybody  dared  believe  pos¬ 
sible.  The  two  Provinces  in  rebellion 
and  under  the  control  of  the  Commu¬ 
nists  have  been  brought  back  under  the 
Government  of  Laos.  The  Communist 
battalions  are  under  its  control.  The 
Government  has  strong  leadership  which 
has  stood  up  against  the  Communist 
pressures  and  kicked  out  the  pro-Com- 
munists  in  the  previous  coalition  govern¬ 
ment,  undermining  the  security  of  the 
country  from  within.  What  has  hap¬ 
pened  there  is  nothing  short  of  a  miracle. 
You  will  hear  about  the  things  that  went 
wrong;  but  look  also  at  the  things  that 
went  right.  I  do  not  condone  waste  or 
corruption;  we  have  to  work  against 
them  all  the  time.  But  we  need  to  keep 
our  eyes  on  the  main  objective,  too.  Laos 
is  free  and  friendly  today. 

Like  a  patient  recovered  from  one  ill¬ 
ness,  it  may  have  a  recurrence  of  the 
same  difficulty,  or  a  different  and  new  ill¬ 
ness  tomorrow ;  but  that  is  something  for 
the  future.  The  program  has  succeeded 
remarkably  well  thus  far. 

We  need  to  remember  that  what  we 
are  trying  to  do  is  to  help  countries 
remain  free  that  want  to  remain  free. 
We  are  trying  to  increase  their  capacity 
to  defend  themselves.  We  are  not  try¬ 
ing  to  buy  friends — you  cannot  buy 
friends.  We  are  trying  to  give  them 
the  capacity  to  do  what  they  want  most 
to  do,  namely,  defend  their  own  inde¬ 
pendence.  In  many  cases  it  is  newly 
won  and  very  precious  to  them.  But 
their  strength  is  very  limited.  It  is  in 
their  interest  and  ours  to  keep  them  and 
their  resources  out  of  Communist  hands. 
To  the  extent  that  we  and  they  do  that, 
we  are  succeeding. 

Now,  let  me  say  something  more  di¬ 
rectly  about  the  Development  Loan 
Fund.  In  earlier  years  the  bill  contained 
provisions  for  grants  or  for  miscellane¬ 
ous  loans  on  a  year-to-year  basis.  There 
were  regularly  two  main  criticisms  from 
the  gentleman  from  Lousiana,  and  his 
subcommittee,  and  to  some  extent  they 
were  justified.  The  agencies  could  not 
adequately  screen  and  evaluate  applica¬ 
tions  from  countries  all  over  the  world 
in  one  fiscal  year.  If  the  agency  did  not 
allocate  its  fun^s  to  a  bunch  of  inade¬ 
quately  considered  projects  just  prior  to 
the  end  of  the  fiscal  year,  June  30,  it 
would  not  have  all  its  funds  obligated 
and  it  would  be  charged  here  that  ICA 
had  asked  for  more  money  than  was 
needed ;  it  did  not  need  all  the  money  we 
had  appropriated. 

On  the  other  hand,  if  ICA  did  allo¬ 
cate  the  full  amount  before  June  30,  it 
would  be  accused  of  carelessness  in 
screening  projects  or  recklessly  approv¬ 
ing  applications  in  order  not  to  have  .its 
funds  revert  to  the  Treasury.  It  was  in 
part  to  meet  these  criticisms  that  we 
started  the  Development  Loan  Fund  2 
years  ago.  If  plans  and  examinations 
had  not  been  completed  for  a  project  by 
the  end  of  the  fiscal  year,  the  Fund  man¬ 
agers  are  not  under  pressure  to  decide 
until  their  picture  is  complete.  It  gives 
continuity  to  the  program.  It  permits 
orderly,  intelligent  planning  and  careful 
use  of  the  funds.  They  do  not  have  to 


4552 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


go  through  a  mad  race  during  each 
April,  May,  and  June,  trying  to  get  the 
loans  made  before  the  end  of  the  fiscal 
year  or  else  lose  funds  for  projects  that 
are  needed  and  basically  sound.  The 
Fund  managers  can  operate  in  a  busi¬ 
nesslike  way.  They  can  study  any  pro¬ 
posed  project  the  same  way  the  Army 
Engineers  study  projects  here  at  home. 
They  can  examine  the  feasibility,  the 
cost,  the  probable  benefits,  and  so  on. 
They  do  not  have  to  meet  a  definite  dead¬ 
line.  Only  when  they  are  convinced  it  is 
sound  do  they  make  the  commitment. 
Surely  we  prefer  loans  to  grants;  and  we 
want  loans  to  be  made  on  the  sound 
basis  the  Development  Loan  Fund  ar¬ 
rangement  permits. 

Again  the  loans,  instead  of  being  given 
to  governments  where  the  money  might 
go  to  some  allegedly  corrupt  official’s 
relative,  are  given  for  specific  projects, 
just  as  we  authorize  funds  to  the  Army 
engineers  for  a  particular  dam  on  the 
Mississippi  River  or  a  conservation  proj  - 
ect  in  some  State  here  at  home.  The 
projects  are  analyzed  to  determine 
whether  they  are  important  for  the  po¬ 
litical  survival  of  the  given  country, 
whether  they  are  economically  necessary 
and  sound. 

Another  reason  for  this  particular 
Fund  is  that  sometimes  we  need  to  make 
loans  to  countries  that  are  not  eligible 
for  loans  from  other  agencies.  For  in¬ 
stance,  the  loans  of  the  Export-Import 
Bank  must  be  used  for  purchase  of  goods 
grown  or  manufactured  in  America  to 
ship  abroad.  But  sometimes  what  a 
country  needs  is  materials  that  we  don’t 
have  in  surplus  or  that  can  be  bought 
more  cheaply  by  the  borrowing  country 
closer  home.  Export-Import  Bank  can¬ 
not  meet  that  situation. 

The  World  Bank  can  make  only  loans 
that  will  be  repaid  in  dollars  or  con¬ 
vertible  currencies.  Many  of  these 
countries  do  not  have  the  capacity  to 
generate  enough  dollars  to  repay.  So 
we  need  the  Development  Loan  Fund  to 
permit  aid  to  be  given  in  crucial  areas 
where  they  cannot  repay  in  dollars,  or 
for  projects  that  do  not  earn  money. 
Capital  put  into  a  road  or  an  irrigation 
project  does  not  earn  dividends.  Capi¬ 
tal  put  into  a  cement  plant  or  a  ferti¬ 
lizer  plant  should  be  able  to  pay  off,  at 
least  in  the  country’s  own  currency.  A 
higher  interest  rate  is  charged  on  such 
loans. 

These  are  some  of  the  reasons  why  we 
set  up  the  Development  Loan  Fund  in 
addition  to  the  other  lending  agencies, 
not  to  duplicate  them  but  to  fill  a  gap. 
We  need  it  especially  for  those  countries 
which  are  the  weakest,  which  need  this 
kind  of  assistance  most  urgently  and 
which  cannot  get  the  capital  from  any 
other  private  or  public  source. 

The  Development  Loan  Fund  is  the 
most  constructive  forward  step  in  as¬ 
sisting  the  economic  development  of  the 
less  developed  countries  that  we  have 
taken  since  we  started  this  program  12 
years  ago,  not  as  an  act  of  benevolence, 
but  as  a  means  of  helping  insure  the 
security  and  well-being  of  the  United 
States  and  all  free  peoples. 

Some  say,  “This  is  do-goodism.”  It, 
of  course,  is  supposed  to  do  good  for  other' 


people.  But  that  is  not  the  primary  rea¬ 
son  why  we  are  doing  it.  It  does  good 
for  us.  Should  we  refuse  to  do  good  for 
ourselves  if  in  the  process  we  help  other 
people? 

Some  say  that  charity  begins  at  home. 
Of  course,  charity  begins  at  home.  But 
who  will  stand  up  and  suggest  that  this  is 
charity?  This  is  for  the  survival  of  our 
own  country. 

This  amendment  to  keep  the  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund  in  business  for  the  next 
5  months  should  be  adopted  as  a  matter 
of  good  commonsense. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
3  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  AnfusoL 

(Mr.  ANFUSO  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  ANFUSO.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
going  to  support  the  amendment  to  be 
offered  today  by  my  distinguished  col¬ 
league  from  New  York,  the  Honorable 
John  J.  Rooney. 

This  is  no  time  to  be  talking  from  both 
sides  of  our  mouth.  We  cannot  say  to 
our  allies  in  one  breath,  “We  want  your 
help.  We  want  you  to  be  partners  with 
us  in  stemming  the  tide  of  communism, 
which  is  a  threat  to  us  all.”  Then  from 
the  other  side  of  our  mouth  nullify  this 
pronouncement  by  saying,  “We  will  not 
honor  any  commitments  which  we  have 
made  to  you.  You  must  fight  starvation 
and  make  all  necessary  improvements  in 
your  own  way  by  yourselves,  in  order  to 
prevent  communism  from  subjugating 
your  countries.  We  will  not  help  you.” 

Such  a  one-sided  partnership  is 
doomed  to  failure.  If  those  among  us 
who  are  so  blind  as  not  to  realize  the 
danger  involved,  if  those  who  lack  the 
vision  to  foresee  the  consequences  fail 
to  understand  the  implications  of  such 
action  on  our  part — then  it  will  not  be 
very  long  before  we  shall  discover  that 
we  have  been  left  alone.  By  then  it  may 
be  too  late"!o  retrieve  our  steps.  In  such 
event  we  may  suddenly  find  that  we  have 
neither  the  funds  nor  the  resources  to 
alone  resist  the  onslaught  of  the  Com¬ 
munist  forces,  whose  principal  target  is 
the  annihilation  of  the  United  States. 

Let  me  remind  my  colleagues  that  the 
Soviet  Union  is  constantly  stepping  up  its 
economic  aid  and  technical  assistance 
programs.  Although  the  Soviet  foreign 
economic  program  is  relatively  recent, 
having  been  started  only  in  1955,  during 
the  last  year  alone  Soviet  Russia  signed 
such  aid  agreements  with  18  underde¬ 
veloped  countries  for  an  amount  total¬ 
ling  about  $1  billion.  Last  Sunday, 
March  22,  the  New  York  Times  reported 
that  2,809  Russian  technicians  spent  at 
least  a  month  in  1  or  more  of  19  coun¬ 
tries  during  the  last  6  months  of  1958 
under  the  Soviet  technical  assistance  ar¬ 
rangements  with  those  countries. 

While  Russia  is  capitalizing  on  every 
moment  and  every  opportunity  to  fur¬ 
ther  its  ends  in  all  parts  of  the  world, 
we  are  quibbling  and  losing  precious 
time.  In  1957  we  set  up  the  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund  to  take  over  the  main 
economic  aid  functions  of  the  mutual 
security  program.  Instead  of  outright 
aid  which  the  recipient  nations  did  not 
have  to  repay  in  the  past,  we  now  grant 
them  loans  at  low  interest  rates  in  order 
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to  stimulate  their  economic  growth  and 
the  improvement  of  their  standard  of 
living.  In  many  of  these  underdeveloped 
lands  economic  stagnation  leads  to  un¬ 
employment,  poverty  and  starvation, 
which  breeds  unrest  and  paves  the  way 
for  Communist  infiltration. 

One  of  the  countries  which  is  looking 
to  us  for  aid  is  India.  Informally  en¬ 
couraged  by  our  own  Government,  India 
has  recently  made  an  urgent  request  for 
additional  credits  to  enable  it  to  realize 
its  5-year  development  plan  which  would 
help  build  up  the  economy  of  that  coun¬ 
try  and  maintain  its  freedom  and  inde¬ 
pendence.  Have  any  of  us  given  thought 
as  to  what  might  happen  if  India  fails 
in  its  task?  Do  any  of  us  even  dare  to 
think  of  the  consequences  in  all  of  Asia 
if  India  should  be  swallowed  up  by  com¬ 
munism?  Do  you  suppose  for  a  single 
moment  that  any  other  nation  in  Asia 
could  long  hold  out,  even  under  the  best 
circumstances  with  China  and  India  in 
the  Communist  camp? 

Take  the  situation  in  the  critical  Mid¬ 
dle  East  area  where  Russia  has  been 
making  such  tremendous  headway  by 
extending  economic  aid,  first  to  Egypt, 
and  now  to  Iraq.  Our  friends  and  allies, 
such  as  Pakistan,  Iran,  Turkey  and 
Israel,  who  are  with  us  in  their  resistance 
to  Communist  aggression,  are  deeply 
concerned  over  these  Russian  moves  in 
the  Middle  East.  They  fully  under¬ 
stand  that  Russian  economic  aid  is 
merely  a  weapon  of  Communist  penetra¬ 
tion  into  the  area.  Can  we  afford  to  let 
these  underdeveloped  lands  go  by  eco¬ 
nomic  default? 

Aside  from  the  humanitarian  aspects 
of  our  economic  program  in  helping  the 
underdeveloped  nations  fight  poverty  and 
seek  to  improve  their  conditions,  let  us 
not  overlook  the  very  important  aspect 
of  our  own  security.  By  this  time  it 
should  be  quite  clear  to  us  that  the  mil¬ 
lions  of  people  in  these  so-called  back¬ 
ward  lands  of  today  may  hold  the  balance 
of  power  and  the  key  to  freedom  tomor¬ 
row.  Shall  we  ignore  them  and  drive 
them  into  the  arms  of  the  Communists? 

There  is  also  another  very  important 
aspect  of  which  we  should  not  lose  sight. 
In  extending  these  loans  we  not  only  help 
to  build  up  the  economy  of  each  of  these 
countries,  but  we  are  also  creating  po¬ 
tential  customers.  As  the  economies  of 
these  nations  expand  and  their  stand¬ 
ard  of  living  improves,  these  peoples  are 
bound  to  buy  more  of  our  products. 
Thus,  in  the  long  run  our  country  stands 
to  gain  economically  for  the  outlay  in 
financial  help  now. 

It  is  my  prayer,  as  it  must  be  the 
prayer  of  everyone  in  this  Congress,  that 
should  a  showdown  come  about,  we 
shall  not  find  ourselves  in  a  situation  of 
having  to  send  forth  our  boys  alone 
against  the  whole  world.  That  would  be 
like  sending  them  forth  to  a  certain 
doom. 

The  catastrophe  of  another  world 
war  can,  to  a  very  large  extent,  be 
avoided  if  we  succeed  in  strengthening 
our  allies.  If  we  allow  ourselves  to  be 
divided,  if  we  vacillate  in  our  support 
of  them,  the  Russian  bear  will  pluck  our 
friends  one  by  one  without  a  battle — 
and  then  leave  us  helpless  for  a  similar 
fate. 
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Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
8  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Wis¬ 
consin  [Mr.  O’Konski]. 

Mr.  O’KONSKI.  Mr.  Chairman,  in 
the  17  years,  which  is  my  tenure  in  the 
Congress,  I  have  learned  one  thing  quite 
effectively,  and  that  is  that  anybody  who 
opposes  this  foreign  aid  program  is  usual¬ 
ly  termed  a  demagogue,  an  isolationist, 
and  just  a  plain  bum,  and  anybody  who 
supports  the  program  is,  of  course,  al¬ 
ways  a  liberal  and  a  statesman.  Nqw, 
that  is  the  connotation,  folks,  make  no 
mistake  about  it.  In  spite  of  that  fact, 

1  am  going  to  go  risk  being  called  a 
demagogue,  a  bum,  and  an  isolationist, 
because  I  think  that  every  statement  that, 
has  been  made  here  by  the  proponents  of 
this  bill,  or  this  amendment,  is  based  on 
hope  and  hope  alone.  It  has  no  basis  on 
fact  or  result  whatsoever. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  spent  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  $75  billion  on  this  program  since 
World  War  II  ended.  The  Russians  have 
spent  a  measly  $2  billion,  and  yet  they 
have  succeeded  in  taking  over  800  mil¬ 
lion  people  and  we  have  succeeded  in 
taking  over  nothing.  And,  yet  they  say 
the  program  is  successful;  it  has  to  be 
continued. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  if  it  were  not.  for 
our  foreign  aid  program,  we  would  not 
be  here  today  wrestling  with  our  brains 
and  our  energies  on  how  to  stop  com¬ 
munism.  It  is  our  liberal  foreign  aid 
program  that  got  us  into  this  jam.  Who 
made  the  Soviet  Union  and  the  Commu¬ 
nist  threat  what  it  is  today?  We  did  it 
under  our  foreign  aid  program.  It 
started  under  lend-lease  during  the  war, 
$13  billion.  They  will  not  even  talk  to 
us  about  paying  it  back.  When  Mikoyan 
was  over  here  recently,  the  question  was 
not  even  raised,  because  if  it  were  he 
might  get  angry  and  go  back  home. 
Then  immediately  after  the  war,  while 
the  pipline  of  lend-lease  was  still  going, 

2  years  after  the  war,  we  started  a  pro¬ 
gram  called  UNRRA.  The  people  who 
were  getting  all  these  gooods  from  the 
United  States  of  America  thought  that 
UNRRA  was  a  city  in  the  Soviet  Union 
from  where  they  were  getting  all  this 
fantastic  aid.  And,  what  did  we  do  with 
UNRRA?  We  helped  the  Communists 
in  taking  over  all  of  China.  Half  of  the 
UNRRA  aid,  under  the  foreign  aid  pro¬ 
gram,  that  we  gave  to  China,  went  to  the 
Red  Chinese.  Every  satellite  country 
taken  over  by  Russia  in  central  Europe 
and  in  the  Balkan  countries  was  given 
UNRRA  aid  with  the  stamp  of  the  Rus¬ 
sians  on  it.  The  Russian  Communists 
were  handing  it  out.  In  Yugoslavia  or 
any  of  the  Balkan  countries  or  central 
European  countries,  if  you  wanted  a  loaf 
of  bread,  you  had  to- sign  up  that  you  were 
a  Communist  in  order  to  get  it,  our  bread, 
that  we  gave  them  under  UNRRA. 

We  made  the  Russians  what  they  are 
today.  We  helped  them  entrench  them¬ 
selves  in  central  and  eastern  Balkan 
countries  with  UNRRA  money  under  the 
foreign  aid  program. 

Then,  in  1947  we  started  the  Marshall 
plan,  and  there  are  those  here,  new¬ 
comers,  who  will  say,  sure,  the  Marshall 
plan  was  all  right,  because  that  was  a 
program  that  was  started  to  stop  com¬ 
munism.  Nothing  is  further  from  the 


truth.  If  you  want  to  find  out  what  the 
Marshall  plan  originally  was,  read  Gen¬ 
eral  Marshall’s  speech  made  at  Princeton 
University  in  June  1947. 

You  will  find  that  it  was  not  a  pro¬ 
gram  to  stop  communism  at  all.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  Marshall  plan  was  an 
invitation  to  all  the  countries  of  the 
world,  including  Soviet  Russia,  to  come 
over  to  the  United  States  of  America  and 
get  aid  in  order  to  rebuild  their  country. 
We  invited  Russia,  in  the  original  Mar¬ 
shall  plan  proposal.  We  invited  every 
one  of  the  Communist  satellite  countries. 
We  invited  Red  China.  We  invited  every 
Communist  country  in  the  world  to  come 
over  and  get  money  under  the  foreign 
aid  program,  as  well  as  the  countries 
that  were  not  Communist. 

So  what  happened?  The  Russians 
said,  No,  there  might  be  something  at¬ 
tached  to  this;  the  Russians  said,  No, 
they  would  not  participate  in  the  Mar¬ 
shall  plan,  and  they  gave  the  word  to 
the  Communist  satellite  countries  not  to 
take  any  money  from  the  United  States 
of  America  under  the  Marshall  plan. 
What  stupid  fools  they  were,  because  if 
they  had  come  in  under  the  original  Mar¬ 
shall  plan,  they  could  have  bled  the 
United  States  of  America  for  billions  of 
dollars  more  in  order  to  finance  com¬ 
munism  in  the  Soviet  Union  and  in  the 
satellite  countries. 

Mr.  Chairman,  just  think  of  this.  In¬ 
stead  of  the  $75  billion  that  we  scattered 
to  all  parts  of  the  world,  just  think  what 
a  wonderful  position  our  country  would 
be  in  today  if  we  had  used  $10  billion 
of  that  money,  one-seventh  of  it,  and 
put  more  emphasis  on  the  conquest  of 
outer  space.  Or  if  we  had  built  more 
submarines  to  combat  the  600  submarines 
the  Russians  now  have. 

Believe  it  or  not  while  we  have  been 
throwing  our  dollars  all  over  the  world 
to  59  different  nations,  the  Communists 
have  been  building  up  their  military 
might.  As  a  result  we  have  substituted 
flexibility  for  appeasement  which  in  real¬ 
ity  means  the  same  thing.  In  conde¬ 
scending  to  meet  Khrushchev  at  another 
summit  the  Communists  have  scored 
another  major  victory. 

The  Russians  put  all  of  their  energies 
into  military  might  while  we  scattered 
our  resources  to  the  four  corners  of  the 
world.  What  good  did  the  foreign  aid 
program  do?  For  example,  what  good 
did  it  do  in  Cuba?  We  have  spent  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars  in  Cuba  under  the  foreign 
aid  program.  Where  are  they  today? 
We  spent  millions  of  dollars  in  Vene¬ 
zuela.  Does  anybody  know  whether  they 
are  on  our  side  or  not?  Look  at  the  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars  we  spent  in  Iraq.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  they  propitiously  waited 
until  we  sent  them  the  last  shipment  of 
arms  before  the  Communists  took  over 
that  country.  They  are  closer  to  com¬ 
munism  today  than  they  ever  were,  in 
spite  of  the  millions  of  dollars  that  we 
poured  into  that  country. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  O’KONSKI.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
gentleman  knows  of  my  high  affection 
for  him. 


I  would  like  to  say  to  him  on  my  re¬ 
sponsibility  that  in  recent  days  and 
weeks  I  have  had  the  opportunity  to  talk 
not  only  with  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  whom  I  respect  and  admire,  but 
also  the  Prime  Minister  of  Great  Britain, 
Mr.  Macmillan.  And  I  cannot  sit  here 
and  let  go  unchallenged  his  statement 
that  these  men  are  going  over  there  to 
appease  Mr.  Khrushchev.  I  know  that 
that  is  not  true.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
policy  of  firmness  that  has  been  demon¬ 
strated  is  going  to  win  through  in  this 
crisis  as  it  has  in  others. 

Mr.  O’KONSKI.  I  pray  the.  Lord  they 
will.  I  hope  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
is  right,  and  I  will  back  him  and  our 
leaders  in  standing  firm  with  all  that  is 
in  me.  I  pray  they  will  not  become  flex¬ 
ible — which  is  just  another  term  for  ap¬ 
peasement. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
4  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  Fogarty]  . 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
take  this  time  to  inform  the  Members  of 
the  House,  several  of  whom  have  in¬ 
quired  of  me  concerning  it,  what  has 
happened  to  the  request  for  the  mainte¬ 
nance  and  operation  of  schools  in  fed¬ 
erally  impacted  areas  and  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  schools  in  federally  impacted 
areas.  We  were  able  in  the  full  com¬ 
mittee  last  Friday  to  have  included  in 
the  bill  before  us  $20  million  for  the 
maintenance  and  operation  of  these 
schools  and  $24,600,000  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  schools  in  federally  impacted 
areas.  These  amounts,  if  they  stay  in 
the  bill,  will  allow  the  school  districts  to 
receive  100  percent  of  what  they  are 
entitled  to  under  the  law.  You  will  re¬ 
call  that  we  passed  legislation  last  year 
by  a  unanimous  vote  to  extend  this  act 
for  another  2  years. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Is  it  not  true  that 
the  budget  request  last  year  was  for  the 
amount  that  is  now  to  be  included  in  this 
deficiency  bill  reported  by  the  commit¬ 
tee?  In  other  words,  the  Congress  for 
the  federally  impacted  areas  and  for  the 
construction  and  operation  cut  the  re¬ 
quest  some  $45  million? 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  They  cut  it  15  per¬ 
cent,  because  it  was  in  the  closing  days 
of  the  session  and  it  was  a  compromise 
between  the  House  and  the  Senate. 
Because  we  had  passed  a  new  law  creat¬ 
ing  new  responsibilities  under  the  act, 
we  thought  that  was  a  fair  compromise 
at  the  time. 

Some  of  us  who  are  interested  in  these 
programs  thought  we  would  have  a 
chance  to  come  back  after  the  Office  of 
Education  had  firmer  applications  on 
hand  and  give  them  100  percent  of  what 
they  are  entitled  to,  because  that  is  cer¬ 
tainly  what  we  voted  for  in  this  law. 

Another  amendment,  which  will  be 
offered  at  the  appropriate  time,  is  to  re¬ 
store  to  the  Defense  Education  Act  the 
amount  of  money  that  has  been  re¬ 
quested  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 
The  request  was  for  $75,300,000.  The 
committee  has  allowed  $25  million  for 
the  student  loan  program.  I  intend  to 
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offer  an  amendment  that  will  bring  that 
up  to  $75  million,  when  we  get  to  that 
paragraph  of  the  bill.  This  is  some¬ 
thing  that  the  President,  as  you  know, 
asked  for  last  year  in  an  effort  to  get 
that  bill  through.  The  Secretary  of  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  made  a  strong  plea  for  the  in¬ 
clusion  of  these  funds  on  yesterday,  and 
I  understand  the  Commissioner  of  Edu¬ 
cation  himself  has  also  made  a  strong 
plea. 

So,  I  do  hope  that  the  Members  who 
are  interested  in  these  federally  im¬ 
pacted  areas  and  who  want  to  see  this 
Federal  Education  Act  carried  on  as  we 
expect  it  to  be  carried  on  will  be  on  the 
floor  when  the  bill  is  being  read  for 
amendment  so  that  they  will  be  able  to 
support  these  amendments. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  [Mr.  Sisk]. 

Mr.  SISK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  hesitate 
to  bring  up  the  small  figure  which  I  pro¬ 
pose  to  discuss  in  view  of  the  billions 
I  have  heard  tossed  around  here  in  con¬ 
nection  with  our  mutual  security  pro¬ 
gram,  but  it  is  my  understanding,  as  I 
read  the  bill,  that  there  are  other  things 
of  importance  in  this  bill. 

First,  I  desire  to  commend  the  com¬ 
mittee  on  the  very  excellent  job  they 
did.  I  realize  the  problems  and  the 
pressures  they  were  under  in  an  attempt 
to  bring  to  this  floor  a  bill  concerning 
every  agency  and  every  department  of 
the  Government. 

I  am  particularly  concerned  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  an  item  which  involves  only 
$200,000.  Last  year  we  created  the  new 
State  of  Alaska,  our  49th  State.  All  of 
us,  as  Members  of  Congress,  are  vitally 
concerned  with  the  well-being,  the  wel¬ 
fare,  and  the  progress,  economically 
and  otherwise,  of  that  great  new  State 
in  the  north. 

Some  2  years  ago  there  was  created  a 
Presidential  Commission  called  the 
Alaska  International  Rail  and  Highway 
Commission.  It  was  given  responsibili¬ 
ties  for  a  study  regarding  new  trans¬ 
portation  facilities  that  would  be  needed 
in  the  at  that  time  proposed  new  State. 
That  State  has  arrived,  and  I  feel  it  is 
important  that  the  Commission  be  per- 
mited  to  complete  its  study  and  to  make 
such  recommendations  as  it  is  able  to 
make. 

May  I  call  the  attention  of  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  committee  to  the  language  in 
the  report  near  the  bottom  of  page  8 
that— 

The  committee  has  not  allowed  $200,000 
at  this  time  to  expand  the  operations  of  this 
Commission  until  its  program  can  be  reap¬ 
praised  and  plans  for  the  future  more  firmly 
developed. 

Then  in  the  concluding  sentence  of 
that  paragraph  it  is  stated : 

It  can  be  considered  later  as  a  part  of  the 
1960  budget  program. 

I  would  like  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the 
committee,  the  gentleman  from  Texas,  to 
comment  on  that  because,  as  I  recall, 
there  were  several  of  us  who  are  members 
of  that  Commission  who  appeared  be¬ 
fore  his  committee  with  our  request  for 
the  money  in  this  case,  and  we  are  con¬ 


cerned  about  what  further  information 
his  Committee  on  Independent  Offices 
would  require  in  order  to  feel  justified  in 
making  the  money  available  in  order 
that  we  may  complete  our  work.  I  ask 
the  gentleman  to  comment  on  that  be¬ 
cause  I  am  led  to  believe  by  the  report 
that  he  feels  further  information  is  de¬ 
sirable. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  will  say  to  my  dis¬ 
tinguished  friend,  the  gentleman  from 
California,  that  on  this  subcommittee  we 
had  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  and  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa,  the  ranking  two 
members  of  the  subcommitee  on  the  In¬ 
terior  appropriations  that  had  regular 
jurisdiction  over  it.  So  what  this  par¬ 
ticular  group  did  was  to  say  that  we 
thought  it  should  be  transferred  to  them 
because  they  were  going  to  have  the  pro¬ 
gram  permanently  in  their  jurisdiction. 
That  is  all  that  this  subcommittee  did. 

Mr.  SISK.  Is  it  my  understanding 
then  that  the  statement  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  is  that  this  appropria¬ 
tion  will  come  up  in  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  appropriation  rather  than 
under  the  independent  offices  appropria¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  We  cannot  guarantee 
that.  This  committee  said  that  we  are 
not  going  to  take  jurisdiction.  We  are 
not  going  to  turn  it  down.  We  are  not 
denying  it.  We  are  not  taking  jurisdic¬ 
tion.  We  are  sending  it  to  the  other 
group  and,  I  assume,  that  they  will.  Of 
course,  that  is  an  assumption  on  my  part. 

Mr.  SISK.  Then  may  I  direct  a  ques¬ 
tion  to  my  friend,  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Kir  wan]. 

Mr.  KIRWAN.  As  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  explained,  when  this 
came  before  the  deficiency  committee,  it 
was  decided — why  set  it  up  here  in  the 
supplemental  appropriation?  Send  it 
back  to  the  regular  committee.  That  is 
one  of  the  troubles  with  the  supple¬ 
mental  appropriation.  Right  off  the 
bat,  they  come  up  with  the  idea  to  rush 
it  into  the  deficiency  or  the  supplemental 
appropriation  and  they  rush  up  here  to 
Capitol  Hill.  Let  it  come  through  the 
proper  channels.  I  said  then  and  I  say 
now,  we  have  7,000  engineers  in  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior  and,  yet,  we 
have  to  go  out  and  hire  a  private  engi¬ 
neer  to  go  up  and  make  a  survey  in 
Alaska.  Canada  refused  to  do  it.  Until 
they  find  out  the  answer,  let  them  go 
to  the  regular  committee. 

Mr.  SISK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  di¬ 
rected  these  questions  because  this  Con¬ 
gress  has  given  the  Alaska  Rail  and 
Highway  Commission  a  responsibility,  to 
be  carried  out  in  conjunction  with  our 
sister  country  to  the  north,  Canada,  and 
we  need  a  comparatively  small  sum  to 
accomplish  the  job  given  us.  I  may 
add  that  the  potential  value  of  the  high¬ 
ways  and  rail  lines  which  may  be  built 
as  a  consequence  of  this  engineering  and 
economic  study  are  astronomically 
greater  than  its  cost.  And  perhaps 
more  important  is  the  vital  need  for 
forging  the  closest  possible  land  links 
with  our  new  State  of  Alaska  so  that 
both  it  and  the  Nation  may  receive  to 
the  fullest  the  tremendous  benefits  of 
this  new  union.  I  have  risen  here  to¬ 
day  to  emphasize  the  importance  of  this 
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study  and  the  need  for  this  $200,000, 
which  I  trust  will  not  get  lost  in  our 
anxiety  over  much  larger  sums. 

(Mr.  SISK  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  Bentley], 

(Mr.  BENTLEY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  BENTLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
would  like  to  speak  for  a  few  moments 
on  the  question  of  the  Development  Loan 
Fund  because  I  think  it  is  particularly 
interesting  that  before  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs  this  morning  we  had 
two  witnesses,  Under  Secretary  Douglas 
Dillon  and  Mr.  Dempster  McIntosh,  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Development  Loan 
Fund,  who  spent  the  entire  morning  be¬ 
fore  our  committee  on  testimony  regard¬ 
ing  the  Fund.  I  think,  Mr.  Chairman, 
there  may  be  a  little  misunderstanding 
on  the  part  of  some  of  the  Members  about 
some  of  the  facts  and  figures  regarding 
this  particular  fund.  We  were  told  that 
as  of  this  morning,  there  remains  avail¬ 
able  for  loans  under  the  Fund,  loans 
which  have  in  no  wise  been  committed, 
obligated,  promised,  or  anything  else, 
a  total  of  $800,000.  Now  that  is  time. 
That  means  that  if  the  action  of  the 
committee  in  taking  out  this  entire  sup¬ 
plemental  appropriation  is  upheld  by  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  the  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund,  in  effect,  stops  opera¬ 
tions  until  it  gets  new  money  which 
would  probably  not  be  before  next  Au¬ 
gust.  There  is  also,  it  seems  to  me,  some 
confusion  with  respect  to  the  amount  of 
money  available  for  the  Fund’s  opera¬ 
tion,  and  I  think  possibly  that  confusion 
has  been  occasioned  by  the  people  who 
are  at  least  partially  responsible  for  it, 
who  are  defending  the  Development 
Loan  Fund  with  respect  to  their  use  of 
the  word  “obligations.”  As  I  understand 
it,  when  the  Development  Loan  Fund 
gets  an  application  for  a  loan  from  a 
foreign  government  or  a  foreign  individ¬ 
ual,  it  goes  before  the  Board  of  Directors 
for  the  Fund  for  approval. 

If  that  is  approved  by  the  Board  of 
Directors,  it  then  goes  to  the  National 
Advisory  Council,  and  in  about  2  weeks’ 
time  if  the  National  Advisory  Council 
also  agrees  in  approving  the  loan,  then 
the  Development  Loan  Fund  issues  a  let¬ 
ter  of  commitment.  The  Development 
Loan  Fund  regards  that  letter  of  com¬ 
mitment  as  an  obligation  for  the  Fund, 
and  the  Fund  in  effect  is  earmarked  for 
that  particular  loan. 

Then  there  is  the  question  of  working 
out  with  the  prospective  borrower,  a  mat¬ 
ter  which  takes  sometimes  as  long  as 
2  or  3  months,  the  terms  of  the  loan 
itself;  and  finally,  when  the  loan  obliga¬ 
tion  is  officially  signed  then  the  formal 
terms  of  obligation  are  realized  and  then 
it  becomes  an  obligation  both  on  the 
lender,  which  is  the  Development  Loan 
Fund,  and  on  the  borrower,  whoever  the 
borrower  may  be;  yet,  as  I  say,  there  has 
been  some  confusion  as  to  just  when  the 
Development  Loan  Fund  has  been  obli¬ 
gated. 
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The  administrators  of  the  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund  regard  the  obligation  as 
existing  at  the  time  the  letter  of  com¬ 
mitment  has  been  issued  and  not  neces¬ 
sarily  only  when  the  loan  agreement 
itself  has  been  signed.  That  is  why  they 
came  to  our  committee  this  morning  and 
told  us  that  there  were  only  remaining 
available  funds  for  a  total  of  $800,000  to 
be  used  until  the  fiscal  1960  funds  would 
be  available,  and  it  is  obvious  that  if  the 
supplemental  request  is  not  approved, 
then,  of  course,  the  Development  Loan 
Fund  goes  out  of  business  until  that  time 
which  would  probably  be  another  4  or  5 
months. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENTLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Of  course,  it  would  go 
out  of  business  insofar  as  making  pay¬ 
ments  for  loans  may  be  concerned,  but 
the  small  staff  that  handles  this  fund 
will  be  very  busy  processing  the  obliga¬ 
tions  that  have  already  been  approved. 
It  does  not  necessarily  mean  that  they 
will  have  to  close  the  door,  lock  it,  and 
go  off  and  do  something  else  for  the  next 
2  or  3  months.  , 

Mr.  BENTLEY.  The  gentleman  is  en¬ 
tirely  right.  It  means,  of  course,  that 
there  would  be  no  money  available  for 
new  loans,  no  negotiations  for  new  com¬ 
mitments  or  obligations.  It  is  obvious 
that  there  would  be  a  great  many  loans 
in  the  mill  in  process,  and  that,  of  course, 
the  Development  Loan  Fund  could  be  or 
would  be,  I  imagine,  relatively  busy  dur¬ 
ing  that  time. 

I  think  the  members  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  are  entitled  to  know  that  there  could 
be  in  all  probability  no  new  applications 
accepted  for  the  Development  Loan  Fund 
until,  as  I  say,  fiscal  1960  funds  are 
available. 

There  is  another  thing  there  has  been 
some  argument  about,  and  that  is  with 
respect  to  the  area  expenditures  under 
the  obligations. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
2  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Colo¬ 
rado,  [Mr.  Johnson], 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
Chairman,  the  situation  today  reminds 
me  of  a  moment  in  history  in  this  House 
some  9  years  ago  there  was  before 
the  House  a  request  from  the  President 
for  $100  million  for  relief  and  rehabili¬ 
tation  of  the  country  of  Korea.  On  that 
day,  by  an  exactly  tie  vote,  the  House 
presumably  saved  the  taxpayers  $100 
million.  But  in  the  next  2  years  it  cost 
the  taxpayers  $100  billion. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  going  to  vote  for 
the  $100  milion  today  in  the  hope  that 
it  may  save  us  from  the  necessity  of 
again  spending  $100  billion. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  the  balance  of  the  time  on  this 
side. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  funds  provided  for 
the  Development  Loan  Fund  are  practi¬ 
cally  exhausted.  What  is  left  is  so  small 
that  not  very  much  activity  could  take 
place. 

There  are  no  funds  which  could  be 
transferred  by  Executive  order  or  by  the 
President  in  any  other  way  into  the  De¬ 
velopment  Loan  Fund.  The  funds  that 
are  left  in  the  mutual  security  program 


today  are  for  military  assistance,  non¬ 
military  assistance,  and  a  lot  of  other 
items  in  which  the  unobligated  amounts 
run  to  approximately  $2  billion.  The 
total  amount  of  funds  that  could  be 
transferred  into  the  Development  Loan 
Fund  or  transferred  out  of  the  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund  is  absolutely  nothing. 
That  is,  there  are  not  any  other  funds 
that  could  be  transferred  into  it. 

So,  either  these  people  have  got  to  be 
put  on  a  shelf  until  along  about  the  1st 
of  September  when  a  foreign  relief  bill 
could  be  passed  which  would  have  these 
items  in  it  or  appropriate  the  amount 
now.  We  would  have  to  wait  for  the 
committee  to  report  and  have  the  bill  go 
through  before  they  would  have  any¬ 
thing  to  operate  with.  On  the  1st  of 
July  the  whole  of  the  authorization  that 
is  not  obligated  and  appropriated  for 
expires,  and  unless  new  language  is  car¬ 
ried  in  the  authorization  bill  that  is  now 
under  consideration  in  the  Foreign  Af¬ 
fairs  Committee  there  can  be  no  more 
operations  of  this  sort.  Frankly,  I  do 
not  believe  we  can  get  anywhere  by  put¬ 
ting  them  out  of  business  at  this  time. 

I  feel  we  should  go  ahead  and  adopt 
the  amendment  we  have  been  told  will 
be  offered,  which  will  make  available 
$100  million  to  be  expended  in  the  period 
from  now  until  the  1st  of  July. 

Section  501  does  not  apply  to  this  par¬ 
ticular  fund.  The  provisions  of  section 
202(b)  of  the  Mutual  Security  Act  abso¬ 
lutely  prohibit  transfers  in  or  out  of  that 
particular  fund.  We  must  approach  the 
matter  with  a  clear  sense  of  our  responsi¬ 
bility,  and  we  must  try  to  see  that  our 
responsibilities  are  met.  For  my  own 
part,  I  do  not  like  to  waste  dollars.  But 
I  do  feel  that  these  particular  loans,  if 
they  are  made  with  great  care — and  I 
hope  that  they  will  be — will  be  of  great 
assistance,  because  I  have  been  after  the 
management  of  the  outfit  to  change  it 
and  step  it  up  so  that  it  will  be  of  the 
highest  caliber.  I  hope  that  they  will. 
I  hope  that  all  of  these  things  will  be 
worked  out  in  a  proper  way.  Now,  it  is 
true  that  there  were  some  UNRRA  funds 
that  were  diverted  to  the  Communists, 
but  it  is  also  true  that  from  the  time 
the  foreign  relief  program  was  started 
Russian  has  not  had  any  benefit  out  of 
the  funds.  It  is  also  true  that  out  of 
the  Development  Loan  Fund  no  money 
has  been  passed  and  no  negotiations  have 
been  had  whereby  there  would  be  loans 
made  to  Iraq.  Anything  that  has  hap¬ 
pened  with  respect  to  Iraq  happened  be¬ 
fore  the  Development  Loan  Fund  was  set 
up,  and  in  the  last  2  years  there  has  been 
nothing  going  in  that  direction,  espe¬ 
cially  since  they  have  shown  a  tendency 
to  communistic  reaction. 

Now,  there  are  a  lot  of  other  items 
in  this  bill.  It  is  a  deficiency  bill,  and 
a  deficiency  bill  always  carries  a  great 
mess  of  them.  The  departments  always 
come  back  for  the  funds  that  they  have 
been  denied  during  the  previous  session 
in  the  first  deficiency  bill  and  a  lot  of 
those  items  that  have  been  submitted 
here  have  been  thrown  out  by  the  com¬ 
mittee.  And,  it  is  a  very  good  thing 
that  they  have  been,  because  otherwise 
there  would  be  no  bottom  left  in  the 
Treasury. 
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Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. to  the  gentleman 
from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Where  is  it  proposed 
to  get  the  $100  million  for  this  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund?  Are  we  taking  that 
now  out  of  the  97 — no,  we  did  not  save 
$97  million  the  other  day,  did  we?  * 

Mr.  TABER.  No;  we  cannot  take  it 
out  of  that. 

Mr.  GROSS.  No.  But  where  is  it 
proposed  to  get  the  $100  million? 

Mr.  TABER.  Where  are  we  going  to 
get  the  $97  million? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Where  are  we  going  to 
get  the  $100  million? 

Mr.  TABER.  Where  are  we  going  to 
get  the  $97  million?  That  is  the  thing 
I  want  to  know. 

'  Mr.  GROSS.  I  voted  against  appro¬ 
priating  $97  million  the  other  day,  and 
I  will  vote  against  this  foreign  handout. 
Tell  me  where  you  are  going  to  get  the 
$100  million. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  do  not  know.  It  will 
have  to  be  borrowed,  I  expect.  I  do  not 
know  that  there  is  any  other  way  of 
getting  money  these  days.  But,  I  do  not 
think  we  can  afford  to  turn  this  down 
just  the  same.  I  feel  that  we  ought  to 
go  ahead  and  pass  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 
All  time  has  expired. 

The  Clerk  will  read  the  bill  for 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

TITLE  I— DEPARTMENT  OP  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Research  Service 
Salaries  and  Expenses 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries 
and  expenses”,  as  follows: 

“Research”,  $3,666,700,  to  be  derived  by 
transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Con¬ 
servation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959; 

“Plant  and  animal  disease  and  pest  con¬ 
trol”,  $2,180,700,  to  be  derived  by  transfer 
from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation 
reserve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959;  and 

“Meat  inspection”,  $1,709,100,  to  be  de¬ 
rived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for 
“Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year 
1959. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  feel  that  the  obser¬ 
vations  I  have  to  make,  even  though  they 
might  not  pertain  to  the  minute  par¬ 
ticulars  with  which  we  are  concerned, 
are  of  vital  importance  to  our  considera¬ 
tion  of  this  great  problem  of  foreign  aid 
as  it  might  be  used  to  stay  the  Commu¬ 
nist  menace.  And,  my  observations  deal 
largely  with  the  thought  that  it  strikes 
me  that  with  one  hand  we  are  trying  to 
stay  a  conflagration  whereas  with  the 
other  hand  we  are  beckoning  for  the 
fires  to  spread  upon  our  shores.  I  have 
reference,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  the  fact 
that  we  have  as  yet  taken  no  specific  ac¬ 
tion  to  counteract  some  of  the  decisions 
of  the  Supreme  Court  which  have  made 
it  easy  for  the  Communist  menace  to 
spread  within  our  shores. 

I  suggest  to  you  that  this  afternoon 
we  might  be  spending  our  time  even  in  a 
more  valuable  way  by  taking  some  con¬ 
crete  action  to  stay  this  particular 
menace.  I  would  remind  you,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  that  in  the  Nelson  case  the  Su- 
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preme  Court  held  that  the  States  could 
not  act  against  a  Communist  seeking  the 
overthrow  of  the  Republic  because  that 
was  a  field  which  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  had  preempted.  The  Supreme 
Court  held  that  despite  the  fact,  as  I 
understand,  that  the  author  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  legislation  stated  specifically  that  it 
was  not  his  idea  at  all  that  the  Federal 
Government  would  preempt  the  field  of 
sedition. 

May  I  remind  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  that 
in  the  Yates  case  the  Supreme  Court  held 
that  the  Federal  Government’s  own  anti¬ 
subversive  laws  did  not  apply  to  organ¬ 
izing  a  cell  or  a  unit  of  the  Communist 
Party,  because  only  participation  in  or¬ 
ganizing  the  original  Communist  Party 
ran  afoul  of  the  law.  This  means  that 
we  cannot  even  prosecute  a  Communist 
who  is  organizing  a  new  Communist  cell 
even  though  today  we  are  talking  about 
spending  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars 
of  our  Treasury  to  combat  the  Commu¬ 
nist  menace. 

In  the  Kent  case  may  I  remind  you, 
Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  Supreme  Court 
held  that  the  Federal  Government  can¬ 
not  prevent  even  known  Communists 
from  leaving  and  returning  to  the  coun¬ 
try  at  will.  On  the  floor  of  the  House 
last  year  I  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this  grave  problem.  What 
right  does  a  man  have,  who  is  a  traitor 
to  this  country,  to  travel  in  other  lands? 
And  today  while  we  deal  in  semantics 
over  a  million  dollars  here  or  a  million 
dollars  there,  what  about  these  traitors 
who  are  scattering  false  propaganda, 
and,  yes,  I  tell  you,  Communist  propa¬ 
ganda,  all  over  the  United  States  of 
America? 

I  know  that  the  appropriate  commit¬ 
tees  of  Congress  are  considering  these 
matters,  and  I  congratulate  my  col¬ 
leagues  who  have  introduced  legislation 
to  correct  these  matters.  But,  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  tell  you  it  seems  to  me  that 
with  one  hand  we  are  throwing  the  treas¬ 
ure  of  America  to  the  four  corners  of  the 
world  in  an  effort  to  stop  communism, 
and  with  the  other  hand,  because  of  in¬ 
activity  on  our  part,  we  are  beckoning  to 
the  traitors  and  to  the  subversives  within 
our  own  shores  to  grow  and  to  make 
their  efforts  all  the  more  deadly. 

I  read  recently  excerpts  from  a  speech 
by  one  of  this  country’s  greatest  orators, 
Daniel  Webster.  He  described  the  great 
misfortunes  we  could  overcome:  war, 
the  destruction  of  our  commerce,  the 
desolation  of  our  fields,  even  the  crum¬ 
bling  of  our  Capitol — all  these  might  be 
replenished,  recultivated,  or  rebuilt, 
“But  who,”  he  continued,  “shall  recon¬ 
struct  the  fabric  of  demolished  govern¬ 
ment?  Who  shall  rear  again  the  well- 
proportioned  columns  of  constitutional 
liberty?  Who  shall  frame  together  the 
skillful  architecture  which  unites  na¬ 
tional  sovereignty  with  States  rights,  in¬ 
dividual  security,  and  public  prosperity? 
No,  if  these  columns  fall  they  will  not  be 
raised  again.” 

I  sincerely  hope  in  our  discussion  this 
afternoon  that  we  shall  not  forget  what 
in  my  opinion  is  even  the  more  impor¬ 
tant  part  of  this  fight  against  commu¬ 
nism,  and  that  is  to  demand  immediate 


action  that  will  enable  us  to  fight  suc¬ 
cessfully  the  subversion  that  is  within 
our  own  shores. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Forest  Service 

Forest  Protection  and  Utilization 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Forest  pro¬ 
tection  and  utilization,”  as  follows: 

“Forest  land  management,”  $12,282,800,  of 
which  $5,432,200  shall  be  derived  by  transfer 
from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation 
reserve  program,”  fiscal  year  1959; 

“Forest  research,”  $1,003,400;  and 

“State  and  private  forestry  cooperation,” 
$102,800. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Rooney  :  On 
page  6,  after  line  22,  insert  the  following: 

“FUNDS  APPROPRIATED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

“Mutual  security 
“Development  Loan  Fund 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  advances 
to  the  Development  Loan  Fund,  as  authorized 
by  section  203  of  the  Mutual  Security  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended,  $100,000,000  to  remain 
available  untU  expended.” 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  won¬ 
der  if  we  can  agree  on  some  limitation 
of  time  on  this  amendment.  We  are  all 
familiar  with  what  is  involved  here  and 
have  had  a  pretty  full  debate  on  it  here¬ 
tofore  during  general  debate.  I  wonder 
if  we  can  wind  up  debate  on  this  amend¬ 
ment  in  15  or  20  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  all  debate 
on  this  amendment  and  all  amendments 
to  the  paragraph  close  in  20  minutes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

(Mr.  ROONEY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
amendment  now  pending,  which  would 
provide  an  additional  $100  million  in  the 
present  fiscal  year  1959  for  the  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund,  is  offered  in  behalf  of 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Mass¬ 
achusetts,  my  colleague  on  the  defi¬ 
ciency  subcommittee,  Mr.  Boland,  and 
myself. 

I  have  served  on  the  Foreign  Operations 
Subcommittee  on  Appropriations  since 
its  inception  following  the  start  of  the 
Marshall  plan  about  a  dozen  years  ago. 
As  a  member  of  that  subcommittee  and 
a  conferee  on  the  part  of  the  House  on 
the  1959  fiscal  year  mutual  security  ap¬ 
propriations  bill  last  summer,  on  the 
day  the  85th  Congress  adjourned  sine 
die,  I  was  present  when  the  conferees 
on  that  mutual  security  appropriations 
bill  met  with  the  conferees  on  the  part 
of  the  other  body.  It  was  agreed  and 
subscribed  to  by  all  the  conferees  as 
follows:  that  the  amounts  contained  in 
the  bill  agreed  to  by  the  conferees  were 
too  small  in  the  view  of  some  of  the 
conferees,  especially  in  the  Development 
Loan  Fund;  that  it  was  understood  that 
if  additional  funds  were  needed  this 
past  January  for  the  purposes  contained 
in  the  bill,  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tees  of  the  House  and  Senate  would 


give  earnest  consideration  to  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Executive  in  view  of 
the  importance  of  maintaining  our 
friendly  relations  with  countries  with 
whom  we  have  undertakings. 

Now,  that  did  not  mean  that  the  con¬ 
ferees  who  sat  at  the  table  and  signed 
that  conference  report  agreed  that  they 
would  approve  an  application  for  addi¬ 
tional  funds  in  any  particular  amount. 
But  it  was  definitely  an  invitation,  if  the 
administration  felt  it  needed  additional 
moneys  for  the  Development  Loan  Fund, 
to  come  up  to  Capitol  Hill  and  seek  and 
justify  any  additional  moneys  needed 
when  the  86th  Congress  convened. 

I  do  not  need  to  go  into  the  Fund 
figures  all  over  again.  The  gentleman 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Ford]  gave  them 
accurately  in  his  presentation.  We  know 
there  has  been  appropriated  to  date 
$700  million.  I  think  it  has  been  proved 
beyond  question  here  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  that  there  is  but  about  $800,000 
left  of  those  moneys.  It  may  be  said 
that  all  the  $700  million  has  not  been 
obligated — that  is  a  legal  term.  But 
this  agency,  this  development  fund  is  in 
the  loan  business.  In  their  loan  business, 
immediately  upon  their  issuance  of  a 
letter  of  advice  or  intent,  the  loan  be¬ 
comes  firmed  up  and  at  that  time  there 
instantly  occurs  a  very  important  step 
in  our  international  relations.  This 
country  issues  publicity  describing  the 
loan  and  its  approval  for  country  A,  and 
country  A  announces  to  all  its  peoples 
that  the  United  States  has  agreed 
through  the  Development  Loan  Fund  to 
lend  a  certain  amount  of  money  or 
credit  to  help  that  country. 

I  again  accentuate  the  fact  that 
whether  legally  obligated  or  committed, 
there  remains  out  of  the  $700  million 
fund  but  $800,000  for  its  operations. 
What  does  this  mean?  This  means  that 
this  organization,  the  Development  Loan 
Fund,  with  60 -plus  people  working 
and  employed  by  the  Congress  and  the 
taxpayers  on  a  payroll  which  is  con¬ 
siderable  in  amount  will  have  to  sit  these 
people  down  to  twiddle  their  thumbs  in 
the  event  this  amendment  does  not  carry, 
until  along  or  about  the  1st  or  15th  of 
August  next  because  it  will  be  along 
about  that  time  that  the  regular  1960 
mutual  security  appropriations  bill  will 
finally  become  law.  While  this  halt  in 
its  operations  is  taking  place  and  while 
these  employees  and  the  U.S.  Govern¬ 
ment  are  twiddling  their  thumbs,  we 
find  this  situation  pictured  in  the  New 
York  Times  of  March  22,  1958: 

Reds’  foreign  aid  to  18  countries  up  $1 
billion  in  1958.  The  Communist  bloc  signed 
aid  agreements  with  18  underdeveloped 
countries  last  year  totaling  $1  billion. 

And  here  we  are  indecisive  about  one- 
tenth  of  that  amount,  or  $100  million  for 
the  Development  Loan  Fund. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  trust  the  pending 
amendment  will  be  adopted  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  our  national  security. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
Gross!. 

(By  unanimous  consent  (at  the  request 
of  Mr.  Gross)  the  time  allotted  to  him 
was  granted  to  Mr.  Passman). 
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(By  unanimous  consent  (at  the  request 
of  Mr.  Jensen)  the  time  allotted  to  him 
was  granted  to  Mr.  Passman)  . 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Passman], 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  This  Development  Loan 
Fund  is  simply  a  subterfuge  for  the  for¬ 
eign  giveaway  program  and  I  am  op¬ 
posed  to  it.  As  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Jonas]  and  others 
have  stated  the  U.S.  Treasury  is  already 
busted  and  borrowing  money  for  the  go¬ 
ing  expenses  of  the  Government.  The 
time  is  long  past  due  for  a  drastic  cur¬ 
tailment  of  so-called  foreign  aid  and  the 
uncollectible  loans  provided  through  this 
Development  Loan  Fund.  How  much 
further  will  this  Congress  go  in  loading 
impossible  mortgages  on  the  children  of 
today  and  tomorrow — debt  that  they 
cannot  possibly  pay?  Approval  of  this 
$103  million  will  be  another  act  of  irre¬ 
sponsibility  and  I  want  the  record  to 
show  that  I  refuse  to  be  a  party  to  it. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Just  how  much  can  we 
expect  to  get  back  in  repayment  on  any 
of  these  funds  under  this  development 
loan  program? 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  My  guess  would  be,  if 
you  should  check  the  record  10  years 
from  now,  repayments  might  be,  perhaps, 
6  or  7  percent  of  the  total. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  And  they  have  the  right 
to  pay  these  loans  back  in  foreign  cur¬ 
rencies;  do  they  not? 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  That  is  provided  in 
the  program.  They  scatter  a  few  dollars 
around  to  mislead  the  people  of  America 
into  thinking  this  is  a  bona  fide  loan, 
when,  in  fact,  it  is  a  soft-currency  trans¬ 
action  that  amounts  to  but  little,  if  any¬ 
thing  at  all,  more  than  a  grant. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  not  my  fight; 
this  is  the  fight  of  the  Supplemental  Ap¬ 
propriations  Subcommittee,  but  it  is  for 
a  program  that  is  handled  before  our 
Subcommittee  on  Foreign  Operations 
Appropriations.  However,  I  should  like 
to  direct  one  more  time  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  the  fact 
there  are  about  28  different  items  in  the 
mutual  security  program.  Practically 
every  one  is  related  to  the  other.  They 
frequently  change  the  names,  mutual 
security,  development  loan,  development 
assistance,  special  assistance,  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  Asian  fund,  the  President’s  con¬ 
tingency  fund,  and  so  on,  until  it  is 
thoroughly  confusing  to  endeavor  to  de¬ 
termine  the  ultimate  situation.  Remem¬ 
ber,  however,  that  we  are  considering  in 
excess  of  $1,100,000,000  available  to  lend¬ 
ing  in  other  categories  before  you  get 
into  the  military ;  and  when  you  get  into 
the  military  the  amount  is  $5  billion. 

Time  will  not  permit  me  to  go  through 
this  list  of  items  which  are  in  excess  of 
$654  billion,  and  much  of  this  money 
can  be  used  as  a  grant  or  loan. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Louisiana 
yield  very  briefly? 


Mr.  PASSMAN.  Yes,  I  shall  be  glad 
to  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
under  the  law  no  part  of  the  mutual  se¬ 
curity  program  funds  may  be  transferred 
to  the  Development  Loan  Fund? 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  I  might  say  to  the 
gentleman  that  you  can  make  the  same 
loan  to  the  same  nation,  in  the  same 
amount,  on  the  same  terms,  from  one  of 
the  many  other  categories  that  you  do 
out  of  the  Development  Loan  Fund. 
The  Development  Loan  could  take  it 
over  later  and  ultimately  make  the  loan. 
On  military  matters  this  is  not  a  loan, 
it  is  a  grant.  This  loan  is  a  kind  of  grant 
that  will  never  be  paid  back  to  any  large 
extent. 

(Mr.  PASSMAN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  further  yield? 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  Yes,  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  and 
was  there  not  testimony  to  the  effect  that 
these  loan  funds  may  be  used  four  and 
five  times  over  a  period  of  years  to  make 
additional  needed  loans  to  the  same 
country? 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  Oh,  yes;  and  they 
could  be  used  50  times  if  they  could  be 
collected. 

You  and  I  heard  the  statement  made 
that  we  had  collected  a  million  dollars 
from  this  fund.  Then  a  member  of  the 
Foreign  Affairs  Committee  took  the  floor 
and  said:  “I  am  sorry,  but  you  are  just 
about  3C0  percent  wrong;  the  amount 
paid  back  was  $225,000.”  So  this  is  a 
matter  about  which  there  is  a  great  deal 
of  misunderstanding.  The  fund  is  in 
such  a  state  of  confusion  that  state¬ 
ments  are  made  about  it  that  cannot  be 
verified  by  the  record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bow]  is  recognized. 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
never  voted  for  foreign  aid  or  foreign- 
aid  funds.  Today  I  shall  vote  for  this 
amendment. 

I  shall  vote  for  this  amendment  for 
this  reason:  This  House  last  year  au¬ 
thorized  this  legislation,  served  notice  on 
the  executive  department  and  on  the 
world  that  this  fund  would  be  available. 
I  believe  that  to  be  responsible  we  must 
appropriate  sufficient  funds  to  carry  it 
until  such  time  as  the  regular  commit¬ 
tee  can  report  its  bill;  so  I  will  support 
this  amendment  ,as  I  say,  the  first  time 
I  have  supported  such  an  amendment 
since  I  have  been  a  Member  of  Congress. 

If  this  were  a  vote  to  authorize  the 
fund,  I  would  oppose  it.  I  shall  oppose 
it  in  the  future.  But  I  do  not  feel  the 
Appropriations  Committee  can  or  should 
repeal  by  implication  the  action  taken 
last  year. 

May  I  say  I  have  made  this  decision 
without  pressure  from  any  source. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOW.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want 
to  add  my  word  of  support  for  this 
amendment.  We  all  know  that  in  re¬ 
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cent  months  the  free  world  has  been 
much  troubled  by  developments  around 
the  world,  notably  what  many  people  call 
the  Berlin  crisis.  In  my  opinion,  we  are 
going  to  win  out  in  this  crisis  as  we  have 
in  many  others,  and  for  one  simple  rea¬ 
son:  That  we  in  the  United  States  with 
our  free  friends  in  the  free  world  are 
operating  from  a  position  of  strength. 
We  have  got  that  position  not  only  be¬ 
cause  of  our  own  strength  here  at  home, 
but  because  of  the  strength  of  peoples 
friendly  to  us  and  the  strength  of  our 
offshore  operations,  all  of  which  are  here 
involved. 

The  development  loan  proposition  is 
better  than  the  grant  proposition,  and  I 
hope  this  amendment  is  adopted. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Maine  [Mr. 
Coffin]. 

Mr.  COFFIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  are 
under  some  illusion  in  this  body  if  we 
think  we  can  do  several  things  that  have 
been  held  out  to  us  as  bait. 

For  one  thing,  we  cannot  declare  a 
recess  in  this  cold  war,  and  if  we  do  not 
vote  for  the  pending  amendment  we  are 
not  so  much  putting  the  staff  of  the  De¬ 
velopment  Loan  Fund  out  to  pasture  as 
we  are  getting  out  of  the  process  of  en¬ 
couraging  our  friends  and  allies  through¬ 
out  the  world.  We  cannot  recess  this 
cold  war  for  the  next  several  months 
until  we  vote  some  money  in  the  regular 
big  bill.  Neither  can  we  save  any  money 
if  we  wait  for  the  next  2  months  and 
terminate  our  operations  in  the  mean¬ 
time.  We  will  not  save  a  dime  by  that 
action. 

What  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana 
is  suggesting  to  us,  and  I  am  surprised, 
is  that  despite  the  mechanisms  we  have 
devised  to  make  leans,  which  ought  to  be 
contrasted  with  technical  assistance,  in 
defense  support,  and  military  aid,  we 
ought  to  discard  all  of  these  tools  and 
their  legislative  criteria  and  use  these 
other  funds  for  purposes  for  which  they 
were  not  intended. 

Let  us  use  the  tools  we  have  devised  in 
the  way  we  planned  to  do. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Bentley]. 

Mr.  BENTLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  find 
myself  somewhat  in  the  position  of  my 
friend  from  Ohio  who  just  proceeded  me. 
I  do  not  recall  when  I  voted  for  mutual 
security,  foreign  aid,  foreign  relief,  or 
any  other  type  of  program  since  I  have 
been  in  Congress.  I  may  very  well  vote 
against  the  foreign  aid  authorization  bill 
again  this  year  and  against  the  appro¬ 
priation  bill,  as  I  have  done  in  the  past. 
But  at  this  particular  time  I  am  not  will¬ 
ing  to  take  out  from  our  foreign  policy, 
our  foreign  program,  a  part  of  this  bill 
which  I  think  is  the  very  best  part  of 
the  foreign  aid  program.  I  think  that 
the  idea  of  making  loans  to  these  people 
is  a  sound  one,  and  I  think  it  is  much 
more  appreciated  and  wins  more  friend¬ 
ship  than  is  the  idea  of  grants  anyway, 
particularly  at  this  time,  Mr.  Chairman, 
when  we  are  facing  a  crisis,  as  the  mi¬ 
nority  leader  has  just  said,  when  we  are 
facing  negotiations  with  our  Communist 
enemies  in  the  near  future.  I  see  no 
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reason  at  all  why  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House,  or  anybody  else,  should 
take  any  action  at  this  time  which 
would  in  any  way  tend  to  give  the  im¬ 
pression  to  the  Communst  world  that  we 
are  weakening  in  our  attitude  on  this 
situation. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentlewoman  from  Georgia 
[Mrs.  BlitchI. 

Mrs.  BLITCH.  Mr.  Chairman,  4 
years  ago  I  stood  on  the  floor  of  this 
House  for  the  first  time  and  expressed 
my  opposition  to  the  idea  of  any  program 
of  foreign  aid.  I  have  heard  nothing 
thus  far  in  this  debate  which  has  in  any 
way  changed  my  mind.  I  believe  that 
the  Members  of  this  House  overwhelm¬ 
ingly  in  their  hearts  realize  that  we  have 
a  bear  by  the  tail  and  that  we  should 
turn  it  loose.  We  should  turn  it  loose 
now. 

We  have  just  seen  the  Prime  Minister 
of  Britain  coming  over  here  and  our  own 
President  indicating  there  will  be  a  sum¬ 
mit  meeting.  That  summit  meeting  is 
to  get  Mr.  Khrushchev  off  the  hot  seat 
in  his  own  country  and  his  satellite  coun¬ 
tries,  and  we  know  that  Mr.  Macmillan 
needs  the  prestige  of  the  arrangement  to 
help  him  in  the  coming  elections.  And 
here  we  are  in  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  today  backing  it  up  with  more 
money. 

All  of  these  things  are  not  contributing 
to  the  peace  and  stability  of  the  world. 

(Mrs.  BLITCH  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  her  re¬ 
marks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Boland]. 

Mr.  TOLL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOLAND.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  TOLL.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  sup¬ 
plemental  appropriation  of  $225  million 
for  the  Development  Loan  Fund,  which 
the  administration  is  asking  the  Con¬ 
gress  to  approve,  is  needed  to  keep  a 
vital  instrument  in  operation.  The 
Development  Loan  Fund  is  one  of  the 
best  ways  we  have  to  meet  the  chal¬ 
lenge  of  the  Communist  threat  in  the 
economic  field.  In  the  Near  East  alone 
Soviet  and  Soviet-bloc  aid  to  the  Arab 
countries  has  exceeded  a  billion  dollars. 
I  do  not  have  to  spell  out  the  political 
effect  this  Communist  aid  has  had.  We 
cannot  permit  our  own  program  to  be 
stalled  for  the  next  5  months — and  that 
is  what  will  happen  if  we  do  not  ap¬ 
prove  this  appropriation — at  a  time 
when  the  Soviet  economic  offensive  is 
going  ahead  at  full  speed.  We  must 
have  the  funds  to  strengthen  our  friends 
and  provide  them  with  the  means  to 
resist  domination  and  to  stay  free. 

The  underdeveloped  countries  in  Asia, 
Africa,  and  the  Near  East  must  have 
our  help  in  order  to  achieve  a  satisfac¬ 
tory  rate  of  economic  growth.  They 
must  have  our  help  to  maintain  their 
stability  and  independence.  The  loans 
made  so  far  by  the  Development  Loan 
Fund  cover  a  wide  variety  of  improve¬ 
ments:  railways,  highways,  dams,  irri¬ 
gation,  industrial  development,  telecom¬ 


munications,  and  so  on.  They  furnish 
the  funds  with  which  people  can  develop 
their  own  resources,  raise  living 
standards  and  reduce  illiteracy.  They 
contribute  to  the  establishment  of  a 
sense  of  security  and  independence  that 
enables  these  new  governments  to  steer 
clear  of  Communist  lures.  Throughout 
the  world  the  United  States  has  been 
fostering  progress  and  helping  people  to 
develop  their  economies.  We  have  been 
making  friends  for  freedom  and  show¬ 
ing  people  how  they  can  help  themselves 
without  sacrificing  their  rights  and 
their  liberty. 

Since  it  began  operations,  the  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund  has  approved  loans  in 
31  countries:  it  has  committed  all  the 
money  voted  by  Congress  last  year,  and  it 
now  has  a  backlog  of  more  than  $1.5  bil¬ 
lion  of  screened  applications.  The  De¬ 
velopment  Loan  Fund  was  a  sound  ap¬ 
proach  to  our  responsibility  in  aiding 
underdeveloped  countries  when  it  was 
authorized  in  1957.  It  was  encouraged  to 
go  ahead  last  year  when  it  received  an 
appropriation  of  $400  million  with  the 
understanding  that  a  request  for  a  sup¬ 
plemental  appropriation  would  be  con¬ 
sidered  if  it  should  become  necessary. 
That  need  has  been  amply  demonstrated. 

Unless  we  grant  the  supplemental  ap¬ 
propriation,  which  is  requested,  we  will 
be  helpless  to  meet  the  Soviet  economic 
offensive  now  being  waged  with  great  in¬ 
tensity  in  Africa  and  the  Near  East.  At 
a  time  when  the  need  is  greatest  and  the 
tension  is  mounting,  we  shall  be  com¬ 
pelled  to  sit  by  with  hands  folded  unless 
we  give  the  Development  Loan  Fund  the 
money  it  needs  to  operate.  We  do  these 
things  in  our  own  selfish  interests  and 
for  our  own  security,  but  in  the  larger 
sense  we  also  have  a  moral  imperative  to 
help  those  who  are  willing  to  help  them¬ 
selves  to  become  free,  independent,  and 
strong  nations. 

Mr.  BOLAND.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  support  of  the  amendment.  The 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Rooney]  and  I  are  cosponsors  of  this 
amendment.  Both  of  us  served  on  the 
Subcommittee  on  Supplemental  Appro¬ 
priations  that  recommended  $100  million 
to  the  full  committee.  Both  voted 
against  the  successful  effort  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Pass¬ 
man]  to  strike  this  amount  from  the 
bill  when  the  full  committee  met  last 
Friday. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  convinced  that 
it  would  be  a  tragic  mistake  on  the 
part  of  this  Congress  if  it  failed  to  pro¬ 
vide  sufficient  funds  for  the  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund  to  operate  for  the  next 
5  months  before  any  additional  moneys 
are  voted  for  it  in  the  fiscal  1960  budget. 

This  Nation  is  being  challenged  by 
Russia  in  all  areas.  But  the  success 
with  which  the  Kremlin  has  entered  the 
economic  field  should  cause  us  deep  con¬ 
cern.  This  is  the  place  of  the  real  cold 
war  and  if  we  fail  to  implement  our 
efforts  in  the  field  of  economic  assist¬ 
ance  to  the  less  developed  areas  of  the 
world,  we,  indeed,  are  asking  for  trouble. 
All  over  the  world  we  will  lose  friends 
and  we  will  be  standing  alone  with  few 
allies.  We  just  cannot  afford  to  get 
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into  this  position.  A  commonsense  aid 
program  that  is  envisaged  by  the  De¬ 
velopment  Loan  Fund  is  the  answer  to 
a  wasteful,  extravagant  effort.  This 
agency  is  now  moving  into  the  economic 
assistance  arena  with  a  program  that 
promises  to  produce  real  results  and  give 
needed  aid  to  the  underdeveloped 
friendly  countries  throughout  the  world. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  that  the  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  Members  of  this  House 
recognize  the  fact  that  this  program  is 
a  program  that  is  going  to  be  with  us 
for  a  long  period  of  time,  the  mutual 
assistance  program.  The  House  recog¬ 
nized  this  a  couple  of  years  ago,  when  it 
authorized  and  created  the  Development 
Loan  Fund.  This  is  a  fund  which  puts 
mfftual  security  on  a  businesslike  and 
on  a  sound  basis.  Now,  all  of  the  abuses 
that  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  com¬ 
plained  about,  and  with  some  justifica¬ 
tion,  have  not  occurred  in  this  program 
we  are  now  discussing.  A  great  deal  of 
them  did  occur  in  the  Mutual  Security 
Agency.  There  is  no  waste,  no  extrava¬ 
gance,  no  corruption  in  this  particular 
development,  and  I  challenge  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Louisiana  to  deny  that  fact. 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOLAND.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  This  is  a  brand  new 
baby. 

Mr.  BOLAND.  Of  course,  it  is  a  brand 
new  baby.  I  recognize  the  fact  that  it 
is  a  brand  new  baby,  and  that  is  the  rea¬ 
son  we  developed  it.  We  created  it  to 
get  away  from  the  waste  and  corruption 
and  graft  that  you  so  justifiably  com¬ 
plain  of.  Here  it  is  on  a  sound  business¬ 
like  basis,  and  you  continue  to  oppose  it. 
The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  this  is  the 
best  program  that  we  have  developed  for 
mutual  assistance  ever  since  the  program 
started. 

(Mr.  BOLAND  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Meyer]. 

Mr.  GALLAGHER.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MEYER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  GALLAGHER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  in  support  of  the  Rooney  amend¬ 
ment  offered  to  restore  $100  million 
Development  Loan  Fund  to  the  second 
supplemental  appropriations  bill.  This 
program  is  charged  with  carrying  for¬ 
ward  a  vital  aspect  of  foreign  policy  in 
many  critical  areas  of  the  world.  If 
disallowed  the  program  would  be  threat¬ 
ened  with  a  virtual  shutdown  for  half 
a  year  or  more — and  a  probable  loss  of 
momentum  that  would  take  much  longer 
to  regain. 

The  Development  Loan  Fund  concen¬ 
trates  in  accelerating  growth  in  the  less 
developed  economies  of  the  world.  It  is 
the  principal  instrument  of  the  U.S. 
Government  charged  with  this  objective. 
The  Development  Loan  Fund  supple¬ 
ments,  and  does  not  compete  with,  other 
sources  of  capital  in  the  free  world. 

If  this  program  is  discontinued  at  this 
time  it  will  be  a  great  boon  to  the  Soviet 
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Union.  Communist  leaders  recognize 
the  profound  urge  for  economic  progress 
in  the  less  developed  areas  and  they  see 
the  opportunity  to  woo  uncommitted 
governments  with  substantial  offers  of 
aid.  They  support  development  for 
their  own  particular  purposes.  The  suc¬ 
cess  of  U.S.  aid  to  less  developed  coun¬ 
tries  has  been  underlined  by  the  decision 
of  the  Soviets  in  recent  years  to  extend 
an  increasing  volume  of  credits  to 
selected  countries  for  development  pur¬ 
poses.  Recent  Soviet  announcements 
predict  increased  economic  competition 
with  the  free  world  and  a  stepped-up 
foreign  aid  program. 

It  is  in  the  long-range  interest  of  the 
United  States  that  the  less  developed 
countries  not  lack  alternatives  to  accept¬ 
ance  of  Soviet  offers.  The  long-range 
interests  of  the  United1'  States  require 
that  it  become  identified  with  reason¬ 
able  economic  aspirations  of  developing 
peoples. 

Much  has  been  made  of  the  fact  that 
the  Development  Loan  Fund  has  not  ac¬ 
tually  expended  much  of  its  present  $700 
million  Fund  and  that  a  third  of  it  is  not 
even  technically  obligated.  Many  Fed¬ 
eral  programs  are  set  up  like  this  with 
a  long  leadtime  built  into  them.  Vir¬ 
tually  every  penny  of  the  Fund’s  money 
is  now  firmly  committed  and  applica¬ 
tions,  carefully  screened,  are  on  hand 
for  many  times  the  $100  million  in  new 
authority  sought  for  the  current  year. 

Because  of  the  vital  importance  to 
our  foreign  economic  objectives  a  sup¬ 
plemental  appropriation  for  fiscal  1959 
of  $100  million  is  now  desperately  needed 
for  the  continuance  of  the  Development 
Loan  Fund.  Having  assumed  the  lead¬ 
ership  of  the  free  world,  it  is  now 
no  time  to  relinquish  the  responsibili¬ 
ties  of  leadership  at  the  very  moment 
the  Soviet  Union  makes  it  challenges  on 
the  economic  front.  This  program  is 
fiscally  sound,  in  the  interest  of  the 
free  world.  It  is  wholly  within  the  pre¬ 
cept  that  the  United  States  leads  the 
free  world  with  conscience,  responsi¬ 
bility  and  farsightedness.  It  is  a  vote 
for  our  national  interest  and  the  con¬ 
tinued  security  of  the  free  world. 

Mr.  MEYER.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  our 
desire  to  economize  we  are  always  out 
looking  for  dragons.  I  think  sometimes 
projects  such  as  this  Development  Loan 
Fund  are  more  nearly  small  lizards  or 
small  rabbits,  and  I  think  it  might  be 
well  to  consider  that  the  entire  business 
of  our  Defense  Establishment  is  the  large 
dragon.  I  am  not  suggesting  that  we 
kill  dragons  or  lizards,  but  I  suggest 
we  keep  them  all  under  control  and  well 
regulated.  Therefore,  I  rise  in  favor 
of  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Taber], 

Mf.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  right 
now  I  have  a  report  before  me  showing 
what  the  Soviet  has  done  along  this  par¬ 
ticular  line:  $626  million  to  Egypt;  $120 
million  to  Iraq;  $323  million  to  Syria; 
$304  million  to  India;  $364  million  to  In¬ 
donesia. 

Unless  we  adopt  this  amendment  we 
are  going  to  fade  out  of  the  picture  in 
our  race  to  maintain  the  free  world  and 


keep  things  right  side  up.  Now,  let  us 
vote  the  amendment  through  and  go  on 
doing  our  job. 

(Mr.  PELLY  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  PELLY.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  I  un¬ 
derstand,  since  the  Development  Loan 
Fund  was  launched  in  mid-1957,  com¬ 
mitments  totaling  nearly  $700  million 
have  been  made.  The  supplemental  ap¬ 
propriation  under  the  Rooney  amend¬ 
ment  would  add  $100  million  to  the  Fund 
for  the  current  fiscal  year.  Then,  in 
turn,  $700  million  is  being  sought  for 
fiscal  1960. 

I  do  not  think  that  I  can  agree  with 
those  who  are  confident  the  taxpayers’ 
money  loaned  under  this  Development 
Fund  program  constitutes  bankable 
transactions  in  the  ordinary  sense.  Or 
at  least  I  have  read  that  such  is  not  the 
case. 

However,  the  point  I  want  to  make  is 
that  for  its  30-year  credits  to  foreign 
governments,  I  understand  the  Fund  has 
been  asking  no  more  than  3  Vz  percent.  In 
contrast,  the  U.S.  Treasury  has  had  to 
pay  4  percent  on  $500  million  of  10-year 
bonds  in  the  past  few  days  and  for  30- 
year  bonds  I  would  guess  the  current 
legal  ceiling  of  4  y4  percent  would  hardly 
be  high  enough  to  attract  investors. 

I  will  support  the  amendment  to  add 
$100  million,  but  I  would  like  to  limit 
loans  to  the  rate  of  interest  which  the 
Treasury  finds  it  necessary  to  pay.  I 
would  put  in  an  amendment  to  this  ef¬ 
fect  except  under  the  rules  I  realize  a 
point  of  order  would  be  raised  against  it 
as  being  legislation  on  an  appropriation 
bill.  Recently  on  the  domestic  scene  the 
Rural  Electrification  representatives 
meeting  here  in  Washington  were  un¬ 
happy  when  it  was  suggested  they  should 
borrow  from  the  Treasury  at  no  less  than 
the  rate  the  Federal  Government  pays. 
I  do  not  blame  them  for  being  unhappy 
when  others  are  doing  the  same  thing.  I 
am  for  a  requirement  that  in  all  cases  the 
Federal  Government  obtains  the  same 
rate  that  it  pays  for  a  comparable  bor¬ 
rowing. 

Yesterday,  it  was  pointed  out  in  this 
House  that  under  the  new  so-called  com¬ 
munity  facilities  proposal  the  Federal 
Government  would  be  called  upon  to 
make  $1  billion  of  long-term  loans  to 
municipalities  at  an  interest  rate  of  2% 
percent.  The  Government  would  borrow 
at  4  percent  and  lend  at  2y8  percent. 
As  I  see  it,  each  situation  like  this  is 
forcing  the  United  States  to  increase  its 
debt  and  the  more  the  Government  bor¬ 
rows  the  higher  the  rate  of  interest  it 
must  pay.  The  annual  budgetary  $8 
billion  interest  will  soon  be  $9  billion, 
and  that  means,  or  should  mean,  more 
taxes.  As  long  as  there  is  available  a 
premium  or  subsidy  by  way  of  a  special 
discriminatory  low  interest  rate,  there 
will  be  a  demand  for  Federal  loans.  I 
believe  this  special  treatment  should  be 
removed  and  the  only  way  to  remove  it  is 
to  provide  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  establish  a  schedule  of  interest 
rates  from  time  to  time  which  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  finds  it  necessary  to  pay  on 
new  issues  and  to  charge  those  same 
rates  to  others.  All  current  loans  made 


by  the  Treasury  should  be  in  accordance 
with  what  the  Treasury  has  to  pay. 

However,  I  would  not  raise  the  rate  to 
our  own  domestic  borrowers,  or  agencies, 
if  we  did  not  likewise  treat  foreign  gov¬ 
ernments  the  same  way.  If  we  must 
discriminate,  we  should  do  it  in  our  own 
favor. 

(Mr.  LINDSAY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  P^co^d.) 

Mr.  LINDSAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  support  of  the  amendment  offered  by 
my  colleague  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Rooney]  appropriating  $100  million  for 
the  Development  Loan  Fund.  A  contin¬ 
uation  of  the  Fund’s  operation  is  abso¬ 
lutely  essential  to  the  success  of  our  for¬ 
eign  policy.  The  President  and  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  State,  plus  the  leaders  of  the 
Congress  from  both  sides  of  the  aisle 
have  said  this  emphatically.  Can  there 
be  any  doubt  about  it  in  this  day  and  age 
when  the  struggle  for  freedom  in  so  many 
countries  of  the  world  hangs  in  such  del¬ 
icate  balance? 

The  underdeveloped  countries  of  the 
world  cry  out  for  our  help  and  the  least 
we  can  do  is  to  be  their  banker  to  en¬ 
courage  them  to  help  themselves.  This 
is  not  a  grant  pregram  but  a  loan  pro¬ 
gram  and  it  strikes  me  as  strange  that  it 
should  be  argued  that  this  is  a  continu¬ 
ing  drain,  with  no  return,  on  our  re¬ 
sources.  In  the  whole  package  of  for¬ 
eign  assistance  programs  this  is  the  most 
sensible,  witness  the  fact  that  several 
Members  of  th's  bodv  who  have  continu¬ 
ally  voted  against  all  foreign  aid  meas¬ 
ures  in  the  past  rise  in  support  of  this 
one. 

Let  us  support  the  President  and  do 
right  by  ourselves  and  our  friends  abroad 
by  voting  for  the  amendment. 

(Mr.  O’HARA  of  Illinois  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  O’HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs,  my  time  largely  occu¬ 
pied  with  the  international  problems 
that  vex  us,  I  feel  that  this  is  a  time 
for  frank  talking.  As  the  chairman  of 
the  African  Subcommittee  I  am  deeply 
concerned  by  the  stepped-up  program 
of  the  Soviet  in  offering  loans  on  very 
easy  terms  to  any  of  the  African  coun¬ 
tries  that  will  accept  them.  We  operate 
under  the  great  disadvantage  of  not 
being  in  position  promptly  to  offer  loans 
to  countries  that  have  immediate  re¬ 
quirement  for  development  funds  and 
which  if  they  cannot  turn  to  us  can  be 
expected  ultimately  to  accept  what  the 
Soviet  has  placed  within  its  reach. 

In  the  last  year  the  Communists, 
worldwide,  have  made  in  excess  of  $1 
billon  in  such  loans.  I  am  certainly 
no  alarmist,  but  I  am  gravely  con¬ 
cerned  that  we  will  lose  the  awakening 
continent  of  Africa  if  the  development 
loan  fund  is  stooped  cold  in  its  tracks 
by  failure  to  include  at  least  $100  mil¬ 
lion,  which  is  a  pitiful  amount  to  meet 
the  $1  billion  challenge  of  the  Soviet. 

I  am  convinced  that  when  the  devel¬ 
opment  loan  fund  is  better  understood 
by  the  American  public  it  will  have  the 
enthusiastic  approval  of  all  thinking 
persons.  The  trouble  is  it  is  confused 
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with  the  grants  and  aids  in  the  period 
prior  to  the  establishment  of  the  devel¬ 
opment  loan  fund  just  14  months  ago. 

In  the  14  months  of~its  operation  the 
Development  Loan  Fund  has  justified  my 
prediction  in  the  85th  Congress  that  it 
would  prove  as  sound  as  the  program 
that  started  with  the  establishment  of 
the  Export-Import  Bank.  In  the  85th 
Congress  I  stated  that  one  of  the  great 
merits  of  the  Development  Loan  Fund 
was  the  prospect  that  it  ultimately  would 
take  in  large  measure  the  burden  of 
foreign  economic  aid  from  the  shoulders 
of  the  American  taxpayer.  This  I  said 
would  be  accomplished  by  revolving 
funds  of  local  currency  in  the  various 
areas  of  the  world  where  it  operated. 

It  is  just  this  simple:  A  loan  is  made, 
we  will  say  to  Nicaragua.  The  loan  is 
made  in  American  money  and  the  re¬ 
payment  of  the  loan  may  be  in  local 
currency.  The  local  currency  received 
in  the  repayments  on  the  loan  will  go 
into  a  revolving  fund  for  further  loans 
in  Nicaragua.  These  new  loans  will  be 
made  in  local  currency  from  the  revolv¬ 
ing  fund  and  they  will  go  into  develop¬ 
ments  in  which  there  is  no  requirement 
for  American  money  because  all  the 
labor  and  materials  are  obtainable  in 
that  country.  Thus,  little  by  little  the 
demand  upon  the  American  Treasury 
will  be  reduced  and  ultimately  almost 
entirely  removed.  To  me  it  is  so  simple 
and  its  logic  so  understandable  that  I 
was  surprised  that  some  of  my  colleagues 
made  statements  implying  that  every¬ 
thing  that  I  had  said  along  this  line  was 
not  exactly  the  fact. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  morning  the  Hon¬ 
orable  C.  Douglas  Dillon,  Under  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  for  Economic  Affairs,  ap¬ 
peared  at  an  open  session  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Foreign  Affairs.  I  asked  him 
to  make  it  crystal  clear  whether  the  de¬ 
velopment  loan  fund  in  the  14  months 
of  its  existence  had  proceeded  with  this 
objective  in  mind.  He  stated  positively 
that  revolving  funds  of  local  currency 
in  the  various  countries  of  the  world  was 
the  objective  and  that  he  was  satisfied 
from  the  progress  already  made  that 
that  objective  would  be  reached.  When 
today’s  hearing  is  printed  I  hope  that 
my  colleagues  will  turn  to  the  page  in 
the  report  where  Mr.  Secretary  Dillon 
makes  this  statement.  Secretary  Dillon 
is  no  visionary.  His  experience  as  a 
banker  certainly  qualifies  him  to  speak 
with  authority  on  banking  matters. 

The  fact  is  that  the  loans  from  the  de¬ 
velopment  loan  fund  are  as  sound  as  the 
loans  made  by  the  Export-Import  Bank 
and  the  World  Bank.  They  have  to 
pass  the  same  rigid  banking  tests.  The 
only  difference  is  that  they  may  have 
longer  terms  and  may  be  made  repay¬ 
able  in  local  currency.  In  all  other  re¬ 
spects  they  are  as  sound  as  the  loans 
of  the  Export-Import  Bank  and  those 
of  the  World  Bank.  Now  it  follows  that 
if  the  local  currencies  received  in  the 
repayments  are  put  into  revolving  funds 
in  the  countries  where  those  local  cur¬ 
rencies  are  generated  there  will  be  a  con¬ 
tinuing  supply  of  credit  for  further  de¬ 
velopments  of  a  sound  nature  in  that 
country. 


All  we  are  doing  is  following  in  a  gen¬ 
eral  way  the  pattern  of  our  own  banking 
system  in  having  available  in  local  funds 
a  source  of  credit  for  local  businesses 
and  needs. 

The  defeat  of  the  Rooney  amendment 
would  be  a  disastrous  blow.  Being 
especially  alert  to  the  situation  in 
Africa,  where  there  is  a  dynamic  urge 
to  go  forward  rapidly,  I  would  be  most 
fearful  of  the  repercussions  on  that  con¬ 
tinent  that  would  follow  the  abrupt  halt¬ 
ing  of  the  Development  Loan  Fund. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Thomas]. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  time  allot¬ 
ted  me  be  yielded  to  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCormack], 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  McCormack], 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Rooney]  simply 
carries  out  the  action  taken  by  the  sub¬ 
committee  that  considered  this  matter. 
When  the  subcommittee  reported  to  the 
full  committee  the  bill  carried  $100  mil¬ 
lion.  The  subcommittee  report  included 
that,  stating  the  reasons  for  it.  The 
committee  print  carried  the  $100  million 
item.  It  was  when  this  bill  got  to  the 
full  committee  that  the  items  was 
stricken  out.  So,  the  subcommittee  that 
considered  the  evidence,  that  heard  the 
witnesses,  recommended  the  item  being 
carried  in  the  appropriation  bill  in  the 
sum  of  $100  million,  and  all  we  are  doing 
is  supporting  the  subcommittee.  And,  I 
think  the  judgment  of  the  subcommittee 
is  wise.  I  think  the  judgment  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  is  sound.  The  thing  for  you 
and  me  to  do,  whether  Democrat  or  Re¬ 
publican  in  these  trying  days,  but  over 
and  above  that,  as  Americans,  is  to  vote 
in  the  manner  that  we  consider  to  be  in 
the  national  interest  of  our  country. 
And  at  a  time  when  things  are  picking 
up  in  Indonesia,  at  a  time  when  other 
countries  recently  emerged  from  coloni¬ 
alism  are  commencing  to  realize  the  dan¬ 
ger  of  Communist  colonialism  and  ruth¬ 
lessness,  for  us  to  refuse  to  approve  this 
amendment  today  providing  $100  million 
would,  in  my  opinion,  be  inconsistent 
with  the  best  interests,  the  national  in¬ 
terests,  of  our  country.  As  the  leader  of 
my  party  I  urge  the  Members  on  my  side 
to  vote  for  this  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Cormack]  has  expired.  All  time  has  ex¬ 
pired  . 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Rooney]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  the  Chair 
announced  that  the  “ayes”  appeared  to 
have  it. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  de¬ 
mand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair¬ 
man  appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  Rooney 
and  Mr.  Thomas. 
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The  Committee  divided;  and  the  tell¬ 
ers  reported  that  there  were — ayes  191, 
noes  85. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

SHIPS  AND  FACILITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Ships  and 
facilities”,  $18,000,000 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  remainder 
of  the  bill  be  considered  as  read  and  be 
open  to  amendment  at  any  point. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Are  there  any 
points  of  order  to  the  bill?  If  not,  the 
Chair  will  recognize  Members  to  offer 
amendments. 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  of¬ 
fer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Fogarty:  On 
page  14,  line  10,  insert  after  the  comma  and 
before  “$25,000,000”,  “$75,300,000,  of  which”; 
strike  out  the  comma  after  “$25,000,000” 
and  insert  the  words  “shall  be”. 

On  line  13,  strike  out  the  period  and  in¬ 
sert  the  following:  $37,000,000  shall  be 

for  grants  to  States  and  loans  to  nonprofit 
private  schools  for  science,  mathematics,  and 
modern  language  teaching  facilities;  and 
$2,000,000  shall  be  for  grants  to  States  for 
testing,  guidance,  and  counseling.”  • 

(Mr.  FOGARTY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  proceed  for  5  additional 
minutes.) 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Does  the  gentleman’s 
amendment  restore  the  entire  budget 
estimate  of  $75  million  for  the  program? 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  This  is  exactly  the 
language  that  was  presented  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  and 
by  the  Department  of  Education.  Last 
year  the  Defense  Education  Act  was 
passed  after  months  of  hearings  and  due 
deliberations.  If  there  ever  was  a  non¬ 
partisan  effort  which  was  more  success¬ 
ful  in  the  last  Congress  I  am  not  aware  of 
it.  I  do  not  know  what  act  had  that 
kind  of  cooperation.  I  think  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Elliott],  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wain- 
wright],  the  gentleman  from  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  [Mr.  Bailey],  the  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Frelinghtiysen]  ,  and 
all  those  who  spoke  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle  last  year  to  get  the  Defense  Educa¬ 
tion  Act  passed  deserve  a  tremendous 
amount  of  credit  for  the  wonderful  work 
they  did,  working  together  and  making 
compromises  and  coming  out  with  a  bill 
to  meet  the  President’s  request.  The 
President  signed  the  Defense  Education 
Act.  So  what  happened?  The  President 
made  a  firm  statement  a  year  ago  as  to 
this  act.  Mr.  Folsom  was  then  Secretary 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare.  He 
spent  months  on  it.  Thirty  or  40 
national  organizations,  teachers  and  par¬ 
ent-teachers  and  all  the  groups  of  that 
kind  came  in  and  endorsed  the  legisla¬ 
tion.  The  bill  was  passed  and  signed 
into  law.  The  initial  request  for  funds 
to  operate  in  this  fiscal  year,  1959,  did 
not  come  to  our  committee  because  we 


1959 
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were  too  close  to  adjournment.  As  a  re¬ 
sult,  the  request  was  made  to  the  other 
body.  Then  the  committee,  which,  inci¬ 
dentally  did  not  handle  these  original  re¬ 
quests,  met  with  the  other  body  and  came 
out  with  a  compromise.  We  were  so 
close  to  the  adjournment  that  the  request 
went  to  the  other  body.  The  matter  was 
not  given  extensive  hearings  in  that  body. 
They  came  back  with  a  conference  re¬ 
port,  and  after  a  conference  was  held, 
$40  million  was  agreed  upon  for  1959  with 
the  understanding  that  if  this  was  not 
enough,  the  Department  was  to  come 
back  and  ask  for  more.  We  had  author¬ 
ized  $183  million  to  be  expended  in  this 
year,  1959,  and  only  $40  million  was  ap¬ 
propriated  at  that  time  with  the  under¬ 
standing  that  they  come  back  and  ask  for 
more.  So  the  Department  of  Education 
came  to  this  new  deficiency  committee 
and  made  a  request  that  had  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  and 
by  the  President  asking  for  $75,300,000 
which  is  still  only  about  two-thirds  of 
what  was  authorized.  But,  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Deficiencies  cut  this  request  of 
$75,300,000  down  to  $25  million  for  the 
loan  provisions.  I  think  that  is  good  in 
itself  but  it  does  not  go  far  enough.  I  do 
not  believe  the  administration  asked  for 
enough  for  loans.  I  think  they  should 
have  asked  for  more.  They  have  more 
applications  for  loans  now  than  the  ad¬ 
ministration  is  asking  for  and  than  this 
committee  has  allowed.  So  all  my 
amendment  does  is  to  restore  the  amount 
that  has  been  approved  by  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  and  by  the  administration 
ot  run  this  program  until  June  30  of  this 
fiscal  year  before  the  fiscal  year  I960 
starts. 

When  the  facts  are  known  I  am  con¬ 
fident  that  the  Members  of  the  House 
will  refuse  to  accept  these  recommen¬ 
dations  and  will  show  their  determina¬ 
tion  to  give  this  vital  program  a  strong 
vote  of  confidence  which  is  urgently 
needed  if  we  are  to  carry  out  our  com¬ 
mitments  under  the  National  Defense 
Education  Act.  It  is  inconceivable  to  me 
as  a  member  of  the  committee  and  as 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  which 
regularly  handles  the  vital  programs 
that  the  Congress  would  want  to  cripple 
this  program  just  as  it  needs  to  get  off 
the  ground  and  to  accomplish  the  pur¬ 
poses  which  the  Congress  recognized  and 
authorized  last  year.  The  President  rec¬ 
ommended  a  supplemental  sum  of  $75 
million  for  this  fiscal  year  to  be  added 
to  $40  million  previously  made  available 
by  the  Congress  as  a  stopgap  appropria¬ 
tion  on  the  last  day  of  the  session  last 
year.  In  recognizing  the  urgent  need 
for  additional  funds  this  year  the  Presi¬ 
dent  has  indeed  exercised  due  delibera¬ 
tion  called  for  by  the  committee  in  re¬ 
questing  only  the  amounts  actually 
needed  to  complete  the  program  for  the 
first  year.  The  Congress  provided  time 
for  this  deliberation  by  appropriating 
last  September  only  enough  to  begin  op¬ 
eration  this  first  year. 

I  call  to  your  attention  the  fact  that 
the  Congress  authorized  appropriations 
in  the  National  Defense  Education  Act 
for  the  current  fiscal  year  amounting  to 
$183  million.  The  funds  requested  by 
the  administration  will  provide  a  total 


for  the  year  of  $115  million  or  63  per¬ 
cent  of  the  total  amount  authorized. 
The  Department  has  testified  that  the 
amounts  recommended  for  completion 
of  the  first  year’s  program  in  many  cases 
are  considerably  less  than  the  States 
and  institutions  can  effectively  use  to 
initiate  the  program  this  year.  There¬ 
fore,  the  administration  has  submitted 
very  conservative  estimates  of  require¬ 
ments.  However,  these  requests  of  the 
President  would  be  sufficient  in  every 
instance  to  make  an  effective  start  on  all 
phases  of  the  National  Defense  Educa¬ 
tion  Act  this  year.  By  sharp  contrast 
the  action  of  the  committee  in  allowing 
only  one-third  of  the  total  amounts  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  law  would  starve  the 
programs  before  they  get  going  and 
would  provide  for  effective  operation  of 
only  one  of  the  titles  of  the  National 
Defense  Education  Act,  that  dealing 
with  student  loan  programs.  It  must  be 
obvious  to  the  members  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  that  if  we  are  to  encourage  able  and 
needy  students  to  borrow  funds  to  go 
to  college  we  must  strength  the  sup¬ 
porting  school  programs  to  be  sure  that 
the  students  are  ready  and  able  to  do 
good  college  work. 

The  Subcommittee  on  Appropriations 
which  I  head,  when  conducting  hearings 
on  the  Department’s  programs  for'' fiscal 
year  1960,  gave  considerable  attention  to 
the  National  Defense  Education  Act  and 
to  the  requirements  for  the  programs  for 
fiscal  year  1959.  It  was  brought  out  in 
this  hearing  that  the  budget  request  for 
this  program  has  been  carefully  evalu¬ 
ated  and  primed  at  all  levels  of  approval 
in  the  administration  and  that  in  no  in¬ 
stance  has  the  administration  re¬ 
quested  funds  which  are  not  needed  to 
provide  effective  operation  of  the  de¬ 
fense  education  program.  I  can  assure 
the  Members  of  the  House  that  in  my 
own  opinion  after  careful  review  of  these 
programs  and  extensive  questioning  of 
witnesses  from  the  Department  that  the 
budget  requests  of  the  administration 
are  conservative  and  well  below  the  pro¬ 
gram  levels  authorized  by  Congress. 
This  minimum  request  deserves  strong 
bipartisan  support  to  show  the  Nation 
and  our  teachers  and  students  that  we 
support  this  program  and  that  Congress 
can  be  relied  upon  to  live  up  to  its  obli¬ 
gations.  State  education  agencies — and 
45  of  the  State  legislatures — have  been 
working  hard  to  get  State  plans  ready 
for  these  programs.  They  have  been 
fired  with  enthusiasm  which  we  will 
either  encourage  or  reject  by  our  action 
today. 

An  example  of  the  adverse  action 
which  the  committee  has  recommended 
is  found  on  title  III  of  the  National  De¬ 
fense  Education  Act  which  provides  for 
the  strengthening  of  instruction  in  our 
schools  in  the  fields  of  science,  mathe¬ 
matics,  and  foreign  languages,  which  are 
the  subjects  recognized  by  all  authorities 
to  be  most  critical  in  our  national  de¬ 
fense  and  security.  The  Congress  au¬ 
thorized  $70  million  to  be  appropriated 
for  this  purpose  this  year.  The  initial 
appropriation  of  $19  million  was  suffi¬ 
cient  only  to  enable  the  States  to  make 
a  very  meager  start  for  the  purchase  of 
vitally  needed  equipment  to  provide 
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school  laboratories  with  the  materials 
essential  to  effective  teaching.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  it  was  reported  to  the  committee 
that  only  60  high  schools  in  the  Nation 
are  adequately  equipped  to  teach  foreign 
languages  through  the  use  of  new  re¬ 
cording  devices;  and  only  one  out  of  five 
classrooms  is  adequately  equipped  for 
the  teaching  of  modern  science.  Funds 
requested  by  the  administration  would 
have  provided  for  an  additional  $37  mil¬ 
lion  for  this  purpose  and  the  committee 
disapproved  this  request  in  its  entirety. 
There  is  no  excuse  for  further  delay  in 
appropriation  of  these  funds.  As  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  fact,  the  States  are  guaranteed  2 
years  in  which  to  submit  plans  to  use 
the  funds  appropriated  this  year,  and  the 
denial  of  this  supplemental  request  will 
cripple  this  program  in  every  State.  I 
urge  each  and  every  Member  to  become 
familiar  with  the  amounts  to  be  denied 
to  his  State  and  the  children  of  his  State 
if  these  funds  are  not  restored. 

Another  example  of  the  drastic  effect 
of  the  committee’s  recommendations  is 
seen  in  the  elimination  of  all  funds  re¬ 
quested  for  national  defense  fellowships. 
The  act  clearly  authorizes  1,000  fellow¬ 
ships  to  be  awarded  in  fiscal  year  1959, 
and  1,500  in  each  of  the  3  succeeding 
years  to  strengthen  the  teaching  staffs 
of  our  colleges  and  universities.  Avail¬ 
able  funds  will  cover  only  150  of  these 
fellowships  this  year.  The  effect  of  the 
committee  therefore  is  to  limit  this  pro¬ 
gram  in  the  first  year  to  15  percent  of 
its  effectiveness.  The  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion  has  ready  to  release,  as  of  this  mo¬ 
ment,  the  awards  of  850  fellowships 
which  have  been  carefully  screened  from 
6,000  applications  submitted  for  consid¬ 
eration.  I  have  here  a  list  of  the  insti¬ 
tutions  which  would  receive  these  awards. 
This  program  must  not  be  crippled  at 
this  critical  time  when  the  country  des¬ 
perately  needs  more  able  and  qualified 
teachers  in  our  colleges  and  universities. 

Likewise,  the  funds  eliminated  from 
the  programs  authorized  under  title  V 
for  the  improvement  of  counseling  and 
guidance  services  will  seriously  retard 
the  States  and  educational  institutions 
in  achieving  results  mandated  by  the 
Congress.  Some  200,000  bright  and  able 
students  discontinue  their  education  each 
year  and  this  drain  on  our  resources  will 
not  be  stopped  until  we  take  action  to 
identify  their  abilities  and  encourage 
them  to  continue  their  schooling.  The 
Congress  authorized  $15  million  to  be 
appropriated  for  grants  to  States  and 
an  additional  $6,250,000  for  training  in¬ 
stitutes  to  be  approved  this  coming  year. 
The  budget  request  of  the  administra¬ 
tion  would  provide  for  less  than  half  of 
the  funds  authorized  for  grants  to  States 
and  for  counseling  and  guidance  insti¬ 
tutes.  The  Office  of  Education  has  re¬ 
ceived  applications  from  300  institutions 
to  run  summer  and  fall  institutes  and 
only  a  small  fraction  of  these  can  be 
approved.  Clearly  the  action  of  the 
committee  in  eliminating  all  supplemen¬ 
tal  funds  will  restrict  this  activity  at 
a  time  when  the  States  and  institutions 
have  every  reason  to  expect  the  Con¬ 
gress  and  the  Federal  Government  to 
give  the  support  promised  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Defense  Education  Act. 
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Title  VI  of  the  National  Defense  Ed¬ 
ucation  Act  authorizes  $15,250,000  for 
the  development  of  language  teaching  in 
our  schools  by  establishing  training  cen¬ 
ters  and  institutes  for  teachers  and  re¬ 
search  in  new  materials  and  methods. 
The  Office  of  Education  now  has  avail¬ 
able  only  $800,000  to  initiate  this  exten¬ 
sive  program.  The  supplemental  funds 
would  have  provided  for  a  total  appro¬ 
priation  this  year  of  only  $5  million — 
or  one-third  of  the  authorization — to 
get  this  vital  program  initiated.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  the  funds  available  now  will  cover 
the  operation  of  only  four  summer  in¬ 
stitutes  in  language  instruction,  whereas 
the  Office  of  Education  has  received  ap¬ 
plications  from  270  institutions  who  are 
ready  to  initiate  institutes  for  improving 
the  instruction  of  languages  in  their 
States.  We  know  that  the  Nation  is 
desperately  in  need  of  more  adequate 
instruction  in  foreign  languages  so  that 
we  can  work  for  the  friendship  and  co¬ 
operation  of  billions  of  people  who  are 
now  the  target  of  Communist  domina¬ 
tion.  The  Commissioner  of  Education 
has  found  that  50  languages  each  spoken 
by  some  2  million  or  more  native  peoples 
are  not  taught  anywhere  in  the  United 
States. 

Title  VII  of  the  National  Defense  Edu¬ 
cation  Act  authorizes  $3  million  for  re¬ 
search  in  new  educational  media  such  as 
educational  television.  The  administra¬ 
tion  request  for  a  supplemental  budget 
of  $1  million  together  with  funds  avail¬ 
able  would  have  provided  only  half  of 
this  amount.  The  Office  of  Education 
now  has  ready  for  approval  20  vital 
projects  which  have  been  carefully 
screened  by  an  advisory  group  which 
reviewed  over  200  project  proposals  to 
improve  our  knowledge  of  educational 
methods  in  the  field  of  television  and 
related  media.  It  would  be  short-sighted 
and  damaging  to  education  to  deny  these 
funds  now. 

The  action  of  the  committee  in  reject¬ 
ing  funds  for  the  improvement  of  State 
statistical  services  is  merely  a  denial  of 
interest  in  improving  the  ability  of  the 
States  to  report  the  basic  facts  about 
education.  We  in  the  Congress  have, 
time  and  again,  criticised  the  Office  of 
Education  for  the  inadequacies  of  its 
information  about  the  conditions  of  edu¬ 
cation  in  this  country.  If  we  deny  these 


funds,  we  must  be  ready  to  accept  the 
blame  for  continuation  of  these  de¬ 
ficiencies. 

In  conclusion,  I  believe  the  Members 
of  the  House  will  agree  with  me  that 
this  committee  recommendation  strikes 
a  blow  at  the  confidence  of  the  States 
and  institutions  in  this  program  which 
we  as  Members  of  Congress  voted  in 
overwhelming  numbers  last  year.  In  en¬ 
acting  the  Defense  Education  Act  we  ex¬ 
pressed  a  far-reaching  national  interest 
and  concern  about  the  deficiencies  in 
our  educational  system  which  weaken 
our  national  defense.  If  we  now  turn 
our  backs  on  our  schools  and  the  school- 
children  of  this  country  we  will  have 
undermined  the  confidence  and  respect 
which  we  have  encouraged  and  invited 
through  passage  of  the  National  Defense 
Education  Act.  I  do  not  believe  the 
Congress  wishes  to  repudiate  itself  in 
this  way. 

Therefore,  I  am  offering  this  amend¬ 
ment  to  restore  to  the  bill  the  $50.3 
million  requested  by  the  President  and 
eliminated  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  insert  in  the  Record 
at  this  point  a  tabulation  showing  the 
amounts  of  funds  which  would  be  denied 
to  the  States  should  my  amendment  not 
carry.  Conversely,  should  my  amend¬ 
ment  carry  these  are  the  amounts  which 
they  will  receive: 


Funds  to  be  allotted  to  the  States  under  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  by  Mr.  Fogarty 


State  or  Territory 

Title  III 

Title  V 

Financial  assistance 
for  strengthening 
science,  mathematics, 
and  modern  foreign- 
language  instruction 

Part  A 

Guidance, 
counsel¬ 
ing,  and 
testing; 
identifica¬ 
tion  and 
encourage¬ 
ment  of 
abje 

students 

For  acqui¬ 
sition  of 
equipment 
and  minor 
remodeling 

For  loans 
to  non¬ 
profit 
private 
schools 

Aggregate 

United  States. 

$32, 560, 000 

$4, 440, 000 

$2. 000,  000 

Continental  United 

States . 

31, 820, 000 

4,  364, 122 

1,  960, 000 

Alabama _ 

942,  815 

22,  834 

43.  524 

Arizona _ 

280.  613 

19,  924 

14,  286 

Arkansas _ 

519,  100 

8,  628 

23,  964 

California _ 

1,  605,  000 

242,  700 

148, 189 

Colorado _ 

328,  780 

29,  774 

19, 407 

Connecticut _ 

261,  213 

68,  798 

24, 118 

Funds  to  be  allotted  to  the  States  under  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  by  Mr.  Fogarty — Con. 
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Title  III 

Title  V 

State  or  Territory 

Financial  assistance 
for  strengthening 
science,  mathematics, 
and  modern  foreign- 
language  instruction 

Part  A 

Guidance, 
counsel¬ 
ing,  and 
testing; 

For  acqui 
sition  of 
equipment 
and  mino; 
remodeling 

'or  loans 
to  non¬ 
profit 
private 
schools 

identifica¬ 
tion  and 
encourage¬ 
ment  of 
able 

students 

50,4(3 
723,  063 

14,040 

41,275 

Florida _ 

42,  910 

Georgia _ 

1.  093,  653 

14,  512 

50,489 

Idaho _ 

177,  542 

5,  541 

8,  449 

Illinois _ 

1,  148,  574 

408,  809 

103,  999 
52,  844 

Indiana  _ 

848,  02' 

96,  886 

Iowa _ _ _ 

592, 805 

69,  336 

32,  515 

Kansas _ 

419, 323 

37, 030 

24.272 

Kentucky . . 

872, 937 

63,  219 

40,  299 

Louisiana _ 

881,  804 

106,  254 

40,  709 

Maine..  _ 

214.  678 

30,  405 

11, 163 

Maryland.  _ 

492, 063 

94,338 

33, 335 

Massachusetts _ 

636,  662 

204,  502 

51,  564 

Michigan . . 

1, 308, 964 

235, 648 

91, 352 

Minnesota- . . 

713,  297 

116,  290 

39, 633 

Mississippi _ 

668,  840 

16, 458 

30,  877 

Missouri  _ 

724,  793 

116,  884 

46, 444 

Montana _ 

145,  930 

14,827 

8,244 

Nebraska _ 

296, 070 

37,  531 

16,386 

31,063 

3,206 

28,478 

New  Hampshire - 

109;i28 

3, 365 

New  Jersey _ 

639,  441 

232,  294 

69,040 

New  Mexico . . 

255, 108 

21,  351 

11.  777 

New  York _ 

1,811,859 

665,  604 

167,  289 

North  Carolina _ 

1,  299, 962 

12, 492 

60, 013 

North  Dakota _ 

181,  901 

14,  577 

8,398 

Ohio .  . 

1, 448,  521 

276,  237 

104, 921 

Oklahoma... . 

557,  800 

14,  781 

27,  703 

Oregon...  - 

331,  758 

24, 205 

20, 483 

Pennsylvania . - 

1,  830, 126 

453,  549 

122, 075 

Rhode  Island _ 

120, 973 

41,  266 

8,909 

South  Carolina _ 

739,  833 

7,  571 

34,154 

South  Dakota _ 

187,459 

12, 353 

8,  654 

Tennessee _ 

963,  878 

23,  612 

44, 498 

Texas _ _ - 

2,164,  347 

105,  754 

113,  574 

Utah . . . 

240.  749 

3, 874 

11,  470 

90,260 
908, 175 

14,  698 
36,  650 

- -  —  — 

Virginia _ _ — 

46,086 

Washington - 

469,  868 

38, 115 

31,  492 

"West  Virginia _ 

582,  323 

12,  511 

26,  883 

Wisconsin _ 

764,  873 

179,  973 

45,  010 

68,714 
74,  870 

3,391 

District  of  Columbia. 

21, 137 

5,234 

Outlying  parts  of  the 

United  States . 

740,  000 

75, 878 

40,000 

Alaska.  _ 

30,000 

1,696 

5,000 

Canal  Zone . 

30,  000 

417 

5,000 

Guam _ _ _ 

30.  000 

2,067 

5,  000 

Hawaii . . . 

94,925 

24,  779 

4,589 

Puerto  Rico _ 

525,  075 

44,  769 

15,  411 

Virgin  Islands _ 

30,000 

2, 150 

5,000 

Also  I  will  insert  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  a  statement  of  the  fellowship 
awards  to  be  made  under  title  IV  if  my 
amendment  is  accepted: 


Proposed  graduate  fellowships,  Title  IV,  National  Defense  Education  Act  of  1958 — 1959-60 


State  and  institution 

Au¬ 
thorized  1 
(under 
present 
funds) 

Total  number 
of  fellowships 
(under  pres¬ 
ent  and  sup¬ 
plemental 
funds) 

State  and  institution 

Au¬ 
thorized  1 
(under 
present 
funds) 

Total  number 
of  fellowships 
(under  pres¬ 
ent  and  sup¬ 
plemental 
funds) 

Alabama: 

14 

Alabama  Polytechnic  Institute _ _ _ 

4 

'  8 

3 

5 

University  of  Alabama _ 

11 

District  of  Columbia: 

Arizona:  University  of  Arizona _ _ 

4 

16 

5 

Arkansas:  University  of  Arkansas 

3 

12 

Catholie  University _ 

2 

2 

California: 

Howard  University . . . . . . 

3 

3 

California  Institute  of  Technology . . . 

2 

5 

University  of  California  (Berkeley) _ 

2 

13 

8 

University  of  California  (Davis).'.  .  _ 

2 

Florida: 

University  of  California  (Los  Angeles) . . . 

15 

6 

20 

Claremont  Graduate  School _ ~  . . . . 

9 

University  of  Florida. _ I _ 

7 

Occidental  College .  . . 

9 

University  of  Miami.  .  .  .  .  .  . 

4 

University  of  Southern  California— . - . 

8 

Georgia: 

Stanford  University _ 

3 

- 18 

Emory  University _  _ _ _ 

3 

7 

Colorado: 

Georgia  Institute  of  Technology _ 

9 

University  of  Colorado . — . . 

5 

12 

6 

Colorado  State  University _ 

3 

7 

3 

8 

University  of  Denver . 

5 

Idaho:  University  of  Idaho . . . . 

2 

15 

1 10  additional  fellowships  have  been  authorized  to  allow  for  nonaeceptance. 
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State  and  institution 

Au¬ 
thorized  1 
(under 
present 
funds) 

Total  number 
of  fellowships 
(under  pres¬ 
ent  and  sup¬ 
plemental 
funds) 

State  and  institution 

Au¬ 
thorized  1 
(under 
present 
funds) 

Total  number 
of  fellowships 
(under  pres¬ 
ent  and  sup¬ 
plemental 
funds) 

Illinois: 

New  York — Continued 

8 

Illinois  Institute  of  Technology . . . . . . . 

3 

Union  Theological  Seminary _ 

5 

University  of  Illinois- _ _ _ _ 

IS 

North  Carolina: 

4 

Duke  University  . . . . 

3 

Northwestern  University _ _ _ 

2 

8 

North  Carolina  State  University _ _ 

Southern  Illinois  University _ 

4 

University  of  North  Carolina _ _ 

2 

13 

Indiana: 

North  Dakota: 

University  of  Indiana _ 

5 

20 

University  of  North  Dakota _ _ _ 

Notre  Dame  University.. _ _ _ _ 

6 

4 

7 

Iowa: 

University  of  Cincinnati  .. 

4 

State  University  of  Iowa . . . 

2 

8 

10 

Iowa  State  College _ 

2 

3 

Kansas: 

Oklahoma: 

Kansas  State  College _ _ _ _ 

2 

9 

Oklahoma  State  University _ 

f  15 

University  of  Kansas _ 

14 

3 

12 

Kentucky: 

Oregon: 

University  of  Kentucky _ 

2 

13 

f, 

University  of  Louisville _ _ _ 

2 

3 

Louisiana: 

University  of  Oregon _ _ _ 

4 

18 

Louisiana  State  University . . . . 

s 

Tulane  University . . . . . . 

4 

19 

3 

Maine:  University  of  Maine _ _ _ 

10 

5 

Maryland: 

3 

Johns  Hopkins  University _ _ _ _ 

3 

g 

1 

Universitv  of  Maryland _ _ _ _ 

5 

3 

8 

Massachusetts: 

11 

7 

3 

3 

3 

10 

University  of  Rhode  Island _ _ _ _ 

4 

4 

3 

8 

1 

South  Carolina: 

4 

8 

Michigan: 

University  of  South  Carolina _ _ 

3 

3 

4 

8 

South  Dakota:  South  Dakota  State  University _ 

4 

Michigan  State.  University _ _ _ 

8 

Tennessee: 

3 

George  Peabody  Teachers  College _ _ _ 

3 

7 

17 

University  of  Tennessee _ _ _ 

12 

Mississippi: 

Vanderbilt  University _ 

4 

16 

Mississippi  State  College _ _ _ _ 

11 

Texas: 

4 

11 

4 

5 

8 

10 

3 

10 

5 

4 

12 

12 

4 

3 

12 

3 

8 

Utah: 

t 

14 

New  Jersey: 

Utah  State  University - - - 

4 

4 

g 

2 

6 

Stevens  Institute  of  Technology _ _ -1 _ 

3 

Virginia: 

9 

5 

5 

3 

17 

7 

7 

4 

2 

20 

8 

West  Virginia:  West  Virginia  University _ _ 

2 

4 

3 

3 

6 

3 

3 

9 

11 

4 

Total  fellowships _ _ _ _ _ 

160 

1,  000 

New  York  University _  _ 

3 

3 

Rensselaer  Polytechnic  Institute _ 

6 

Mr.  LAIRD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LAIRD.  Is  it  not  true  that  since 
this  particular  program  was  authorized 
our  subcommittee  has  never  had  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  include  any  part  of  this  De¬ 
fense  Education  Act  funding  in  a  regular 
appropriation  bill.  The  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  has  re¬ 
cently,  in  appearances  before  our  sub¬ 
committee,  not  only  fully  justified  their 
request  for  funds  in  this  supplemental  or 
deficiency  bill,  but  also  the  funds  re¬ 
quested  in  their  regular  appropriation 
bill  for  fiscal  year  1960.  It  is  regrettable 
that  our  subcommittee  has  not  had  full 
opportunity  to  report  on  this  program. 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  No;  we  have  not,  ex¬ 
cept  in  this  way,  that  when  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Education  appeared  before  our 
committee  a  few  weeks  ago  for  the  1960 
appropriation  request  they  were  asked  to 
detail  what  they  needed  to  operate  with 
in  1959.  A  great  many  of  the  questions 


that  were  asked  by  the  Deficiency  Com¬ 
mittee  were  also  asked  in  our  commit¬ 
tee,  and  we  received  the  same  answers; 
and  that  is  why  I  am  here  today  as  chair¬ 
man  of  that  committee  making  this  re¬ 
quest  for  the  full  $75  million. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JONAS.  As  long  as  the  gentleman 
is  at  this  point,  how  much  is  needed  for 
this  program  for  the  fiscal  year  1960? 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  $150  million  is  being 
asked  for  1960. 

Mr.  JONAS.  For  the  fiscal  year  which 
begins  July  1, 1959? 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  Yes.  Everyone  should 
understand  that  this  is  only  a  4-year 
program — $183  million  is  authorized  for 
fiscal  year  1960,  and  $222  million  is  au¬ 
thorized  for  appropriation  in  fiscal  year 
1960. 

Mr.  JONAS.  It  is  $160  million. 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  And  of  the  $183  mil¬ 
lion  authorized  for  1959  we  appropriated 


$40  million.  The  budget  request  was  for 
an  additional  $75  million.  This  made  a 
total  of  $115  million  out  of  $183  million 
authorized. 

But  this  committee  which  is  reporting 
to  the  House  now  with  $40  million  plus 
$25  million,  makes  only  $65  million  or 
about  one-third  of  what  Congress  au¬ 
thorized  to  be  expended  in  this  fiscal 
year,  1959,  and  that  is  the  request  that 
we  have  before  us  now,  one-third  of 
what  the  administration  has  asked  for 
to  run  this  particular  program. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Does  this  provide  funds 
for  the  employment  of  this  American 
Institute  for  Reseai'ch  in  the  so-called 
testing  program? 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  This  provides  funds 
for  counseling  and  testing  services  to  be 
performed  under  supervision  of  the 
States  as  well  as  for  institutes  to  be  con¬ 
ducted  by  higher  education  institutions. 
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One  of  the  main  reasons  the  act  pro¬ 
vides  funds  for  counseling  and  testing 
is  that  when  Secretary  Folsom  was  in 
office  he  formulated  this  plan  and  one  of 
the  strongest  points  he  had  to  make  was 
based  on  the  fact  that  about  200,000 
school  children  drop  out  of  school  every 
year  in  this  country  because  they  do  not 
have  the  advantage  of  the  counseling 
service  that  is  carried  on  in  some  areas, 
as  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Boland],  mentioned. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Having  had  some  experi¬ 
ence  with  this  American  Institute  for  Re¬ 
search  is  one  of  the  strongest  reasons  why 
I  would  not  vote  for  an  amendment  of 
this  kind. 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  May  I  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Iowa,  that  these  funds  are 
going  to  be  administered  by  the  State. 
The  criteria  are  set  by  the  local  school 
committees;  the  Federal  .Government 
had  no  control  of  any  kind  over  the  cri¬ 
teria  set  up  or  the  standards  developed 
or  the  tests  administered  within  the 
State,  the  city,  or  the  school  district. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  I  yield  to  my  chair¬ 
man,  certainly. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  we 
have  heard  about  this  program  a  great 
deal.  It  is  brand  new.  It  started  out 
last  year  and  we  gave  it  just  enough 
funds  to  get  started.  I  happened  to  sit 
on  the  conference  that  started  the  pro¬ 
gram  off.  We  gave  it  a  bare  minimum. 

There  are  eight  programs  wrapped  up 
in  one.  There  is  one  for  grants  to 
schools  for  scientific  equipment.  It  is 
the  biggest  item  in  this  paragraph,  about 
$32  million. 

The  gentleman  mentioned  the  testing 
program.  That  is  something  else. 

There  is  an  item  of  $4,500,000  for 
scholarships. 

As.  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  recognize 
the  temper  of  the  House  when  I  see  it. 

If  there  is  no  objection  on  the  part  of 
the  committee,  we  will  accept  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Fogarxy]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Chairman,  it 
seems  incomprehensible  to  me  that  in 
1959  there  is  a  possibility  that  we  shall 
start  to  undo  what  we  recognized  was  so 
important  to  do  in  1958  through  the  pas¬ 
sage  of  the  National  Defense  Education 
Act.  And  undo  it  we  shall  if  we  allow 
to  stand  the  suggested  cut  in  the  supple¬ 
mental  funds  request.  Since  the  ad¬ 
ministration's  request  for  an  additional 
$75  million  is  a  minimum  request,  cer¬ 
tainly  cutting  it  by  $50  million  would 
be  highly  unfortunate,  to  put  it  mildly. 

When  the  National  Defense  Education 
Act  of  1958  became  law,  we  were,  in 
effect,  telling  the  American  people, 
educators  and  our  able  and  deserving 
young  college  students:  “Here,  we  have 
at  least  given  you  a  minimum  program 
geared  to  improving  instruction  and 
student  opportunity.  We  do  this  be¬ 
cause  we  recognize  the  need  to  improve 
our  educational  programs  in  order  to 
have  additional  and  qualified  mathe¬ 
maticians,  scientists,  and  foreign-lan¬ 


guage  experts.  We,  like  you,  recognize 
the  educational  and  international  chal¬ 
lenges  facing  our  Nation.” 

Are  we  now  to  tell  them:  “You  have 
accepted  this  program;  so  much  so,  that 
its  very  success  in  its  initial  stages  has 
resulted  in  the  need  for  additional  funds 
that  will  help  do  the  job  of  continuing  an 
effective  and  stable  program.  There¬ 
fore,  to  offset  this  success  we  now  say  to 
you  that  we  shall  cut  off  needed  funds.” 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  to  me  is  illogical. 

Certainly,  it  cannot  be  chalked  up  to 
mere  fiction  that  additional  funds — in  a 
reasonably  realistic  amount — are  needed. 
This  is  a  matter  of  recorded  fact.  I 
bring  to  your  attention,  for  example, 
that  in  my  State  of  California,  the  pro¬ 
gram,  because  of  its  success,  is  in  need 
of  supplemental  funds  as  specified  by 
Roy  E.  Simpson,  State  superintendent  of 
public  instruction. 

Mr.  Simpson,  an  elective  official,  holds 
a  nonpartisan  office.  His  concern  with 
this  problem  of  additional  funds  can  in 
no  way  be  charged  to  partisanship.  His 
concern  is  as  an  administrator  who  must 
meet  the  demands  of  a  program  assigned 
to  his  office.  I  wish  at  this  time  to  read 
his  March  23  telegram  directed  to  my 
office: 

Fifty  percent  of  school  districts  represent¬ 
ing  80  percent  of  schoolchildren  enrolled 
have  filed  with  the  State  department  of  edu¬ 
cation  applications  meeting  requirements 
Public  Law  864  and  California  State  plans, 
totaling  in  excess  of  $3  million  of  Federal 
funds  for  fiscal  1959  for  title  III,  $590,000  for 
title  V. 

Supplementary  appropriations  now  before 
Congress  essential  to  enable  California  school 
districts  to  finance  programs  developed  un¬ 
der  Public  Law  864.  Present  allocations  to 
California  from  initial  congressional  appro¬ 
priation  are  $2,296,000  short  title  III  and 
$198,000  short  title  V. 

Urge  your  active  support  full  amount  sup¬ 
plementary  budget  requested. 

I  further  offer  as  additional  evidence 
of  the  concern  by  those  involved  in  the. 
program,  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Lionel  De 
Silva,  executive  secretary  of  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  Teachers  Association,  southern 
section,  in  which  he  states: 

We  urge  you  to  support  the  restoration  of 
the  full  amount  of  the  President’s  request  for 
the  Defense  Education  Act.  President’s  re¬ 
quest  was  a  minimum  and  should  be  used  for 
all  titles  of  act. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  matter  before  us  is 
a  national  issue  in  its  truest  sense;  it  is 
a  nonpartisan  issue;  it  is  a  major  issue. 

I  therefore  urge  my  colleagues  to  sup¬ 
port  the  amendment  restoring  the  mini¬ 
mum  request  of  the  administration. 

Mr.  DIXON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would 
like  to  join  with  those  of  my  colleagues 
today  who  are  asking  Congress  to  re¬ 
store  the  $50,300,000  sopplemental  ap¬ 
propriation  for  the  National  Defense 
Education  Act. 

In  the  report  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee  I  note  that  the  committee 
felt  that  Congress  should  proceed  with 
“due  deliberation  before  embarking  on 
large  scale  support”  of  the  fellowships, 
guidance,  counseling  and  testing,  lan¬ 
guages  and  educational  research. 

While  I  acknowledge  the  advisability 
of  studying  thoroughly,  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  the  National  Defense  Educa¬ 
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tion  Act  was  passed  last  August  only 
after  extensive  hearings  and  debates  in 
both  Houses.  I  believe  adequate  study 
has  been  given  to  the  implications  and 
need  for  this  act. 

I  also  wish  to  remind  the  House  that 
the  reason  for  the  passage  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Defense  Education  Act,  as  its  title 
implies,  was  to  meet  an  emergency — the 
Russian  challenge  to  our  educational 
system.  I  hope  that  since  sputnik  we 
have  not  forgotten  that  education  has 
become  the  balance  point  between  the 
free  world  and  communism. 

If  we  fail  to  meet  the  challenge  now, 
we  may  never  get  another  chance. 
Emergencies  demand  fast  and  decisive 
action.  We  can  lose  the  battle  for  edu¬ 
cational  know-how  while  studying  and 
studying  the  best  method  of  attack. 

In  approving  only  the  $25  million  sup¬ 
plemental  appropriation  for  the  student 
loan  section  of  the  act  the  committee 
has  hit  hard  at  the  other  vital  emer¬ 
gency  programs  for  which  plans  have  al¬ 
ready  been  completed  in  anticipation  of 
the  additional  funds. 

At  the  time  critics  of  American  educa¬ 
tion  were  demanding  that  the  Nation  do 
something  about  the  challenge  of  sput¬ 
nik,  it  was  science,  mathematics,  and 
foreign  language  instruction  which  were 
deemed  crucial  areas  needing  greater 
emphasis. 

Since  Congress  provided  the  first  ap¬ 
propriation  of  $19  million  for  this  area, 
over  31  States  have  submitted  plans  to 
the  Office  of  Education  for  participation 
in  the  equipment  grant  program  in  these 
areas.  The  denial  of  the  supplemental 
request  of  $37  million  will  cripple  a  pro¬ 
gram  which  I  am  confident  could  result 
in  improved  facilities  and  teaching  qual¬ 
ity  of  these  subjects  for  many  thousands 
of  students. 

Under  the  National  Defense  Act  pro¬ 
vision  was  also  made  for  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  language  institutes,  language 
centers  and  research  to  improve  the 
skills  and  effectiveness  of  teachers.  The 
initial  appropriation  of  $800,000  will 
hardly  launch  the  program  if  the  addi¬ 
tional  $4,200,000  is  not  approved. 

At  the  present  time  232  applications 
have  been  received  by  the  Office  of  Edu¬ 
cation  for  the  establishment  of  language 
institutes,  and  56  institutions  expressed 
an  interest  in  establishing  language  cen¬ 
ters.  At  a  time  when  America  is  lin¬ 
guistically  backward  I  do  not  think  we 
can  in  good  conscience  refuse  the  sup¬ 
plemental  funds. 

Nor  do  I  see  how  we  can  justify  refus¬ 
ing  to  appropriate  $4,500,000  for  the 
other  850  fellowships  of  the  1,000  which 
were  to  be  authorized  for  this  year  or 
the  refusal  to  appropriate  $1,600,000  for 
desperately  needed  experimentation  in 
educational  uses  of  TV,  movies,  radio, 
and  other  media  and  the  gathering 
of  statistics  which  will  serve  as  a  valua¬ 
ble  guide  to  our  future  efforts  in  the 
education. 

One  way  of  identifying  some  of  our 
country’s  best  talent  and  developing  it  to 
its  fullest  is  through  testing,  guidance, 
and  counseling  programs.  The  Office 
of  Education  states  that  33  States  have 
submitted  plans  to  participate.  The 
initial  appropriation,  plus  the  supple- 
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mental  request  of  $2  million,  would  pro¬ 
vide  only  about  one-half  of  the  author¬ 
ized  funds  for  this  year. 

A  major  difficulty  of  such  a  vast  Fed¬ 
eral  program  is  to  put  it  into  effect 
quickly.  At  this  time  I  would  like  to 
commend  the  Office  of  Education  for  its 
efforts  insetting  the  benefits  of  this  pro¬ 
gram  through  with  such  efficiency  to 
the  local  level. 

Students  in  my  State  of  Utah  have  al¬ 
ready  received  $60,460  under  the  student 
loan  section  of  the  bill  and  four  fellow¬ 
ships,  and  $40,000  has  been  provided  the 
University  of  Utah  for  a  guidance  and 
counseling  institute  this  summer.  Re¬ 
search  in  challenging  the  superior  stu¬ 
dent  by  making  the  study  of  Russian 
available  in  the  elementary  school  cur¬ 
riculum  via  television  in  the  Salt  Lake 
City  schools  has  also  been  approved. 

As  a  result  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee’s  OK  of  the  additional  $25 
million  for  student  loans,  an  additional 
$246,879  will  be  available  to  needy  Utah 
students. 

Other  funds  under  the  initial  appro¬ 
priation  which  are  available  to  Utah 
are:  equipment  to  improve  teaching  of 
science,  math,  and  modern  languages  for 
public  schools,  $123,628;  loan  for  equip¬ 
ment  to  improve  teaching  of  science, 
math,  and  modern  language  for  private 
schools,  $1,989;  supervision  and  admin¬ 
istration  of  science,  math,  and  modern 
language  program  in  the  State,  $20,000 ; 
general  guidance  and  counseling,  $30,- 
400;  vocational  program,  $17,094. 

If  the  supplementary  appropriation  is 
restored,  Utah  would  also  be  eligible  for 
$240,749  for  the  science,  math,  and  for¬ 
eign  language  area  for  public  schools 
and  $3,874  would  be  available  for  loans 
for  this  purpose  to  private  schools ;  gen¬ 
eral  guidance  and  counseling,  $11,470; 
15  fellowships. 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  am  pleased  that  the  Com¬ 
mittee  has  included  funds  in  this  bill  for 
grants  to  schools  of  public  health,  as 
authorized  under  legislation  which  I 
sponsored  in  the  last  Congress. 

Mr.  Chairman,  never  before  has  public 
health  had  such  an  important  role  to 
play  in  the  protection  of  our  citizens. 
We  are  concerned  over  problems  of  radio¬ 
active  fallout,  the  presence  of  strontium 
90  in  milk,  radiation  hazards  in  industry, 
air  and  water  pollution,  accident  preven¬ 
tion,  health  problems  of  the  aged,  mental 
illness,  rehabilitation  of  the  disabled,  and 
chronic  killers  such  as  cancer  and  heart 
disease.  Public  health  workers  at  all 
levels  of  government  are  daily  engaged  in 
efforts  to  solve  these  and  other  health 
problems  of  our  modern  civilization. 

Public  Law  85-544  was  an  attempt  to 
provide  an  urgently  needed  expansion  of 
our  public  health  training  facilities.  It 
authorized  an  appropriation  of  $1  million 
for  fiscal  year  1959  and  an  equal  amount 
for  fiscal  year  1960  to  assist  the  11  schools 
of  public  health  in  providing  specialized 
training  to  public  health  doctors,  nurses, 
engineers,  and  other  preventive  health 
personnel. 

Mr.  Chairman,  these  graduate  schools 
of  public  health  are  located  at  the  Uni¬ 
versities  of  California,  Columbia,  Har¬ 


vard,  Johns  Hopkins,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  North  Carolina,  Pittsburgh,  Puerto 
Rico,  Tulane,  and  Yale.  They  train  pub¬ 
lic  health  personnel  for  the  entire  Nation 
and  for  many  foreign  countries. 

The  purpose  of  this  appropriation  is 
covered  in  detail  at  pages  598-609  of  the 
hearings  on  the  second  supplemental  bill 
by  the  special  subcommittee  of  the  House 
Appropriations  Committee,  headed  by 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas]  . 

As  was  pointed  out  in  these  hearings 
and  in  the  hearings  and  debate  on  this 
legislation  last  year,  the  11  private  and 
State-supported  institutions  are  now  in¬ 
curring  an  annual  deficit  of  more  than 
$3  million.  They  are,  in  effect,  sub¬ 
sidizing  the  training  of  public  health 
personnel  for  Federal,  State,  and  local 
governmental  bodies. 

Of  the  total  enrollment  of  1,200  grad¬ 
uate  students  at  these  schools  during 
the  last  year,  about  two-thirds  are 
trained  for  some  agency  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government.  However,  tuition  fees 
cover  only  11  percent  of  the  actual  cost 
to  the  institutions  for  training  these 
students.  Over  the  years,  more  than 
90  percent  of  the  graduates  of  public 
health  schools  have  gone  into  the  public 
service  at  some  level  of  government  or 
in  voluntary  health  agencies. 

The  authorization  bill  was  passed  in 
the  last  session  without  a  dissenting 
voice.  Unfortunately,  the  measure  was 
not  signed  into  law  until  it  was  too  late 
to  be  considered  by  the  House  in  the 
1959  supplemental  appropriation  bill 
acted  on  last  year.  The  $1  million  au¬ 
thorized  for  the  first  year  of  the  program 
was  subsequently  inserted  by  the  Senate 
but  was  eliminated  in  conference. 

The  Department  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  Welfare  requested  $500,000  in 
the  second  supplemental  to  operate  the 
program  for  the  remainder  of  the  pres¬ 
ent  fiscal  year.  They  have  also  re¬ 
quested  the  full  amount  authorized  in 
their  fiscal  1960  budget.  The  committee 
has  reduced  the  Department’s  request 
in  this  bill  by  $50,000. 

Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  point  out  that 
the  full  amount  authorized  under  this 
program,  if  appropriated,  would  meet 
less  than  one-third  of  the  current  an¬ 
nual  deficits  incurred  by  these  schools 
in  training  public  health  personnel  for 
the  Nation. 

This  program  is  of  vital  importance 
because  of  its  long-range  impact  on  the 
training  of  public  health  personnel  for 
all  levels  of  government.  The  National 
Conference  on  Public  Health  Training, 
which  met  last  summer  pursuant  to  the 
requirements  of  Public  Law  911,  en¬ 
dorsed  this  act  and  recommend  that 
it  be  fully  implemented  by  Congress. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  congratulate  the 
committee  for  its  recognition  of  the  im¬ 
portance  of  this  program  to  the  health 
of  the  Nation  and  trust  that  the  $450,000 
recommended  by  the  committee  will  be 
approved  by  the  House. 

Mr.  LINDSAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  support  of-  the  amendment  proposed 
by  the  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island 
[Mr.  Fogarty],  which  would  restore  the 
appropriation  necessary  to  the  contin¬ 
uation  of  the  educational  program  au¬ 


thorized  by  the  National  Defense  Edu¬ 
cation  Act.  It  is  inconceivable  to  me  that 
this  Congress  would  establish  a  worth¬ 
while  and  necessary  program  and  then 
leave  it  high  and  dry.  The  action  of 
the  Appropriations  Committee  would 
render  meaningless  the  action  of  the 
85th  Congress  which  was  endorsed  by 
the  President. 

The  Office  of  Education,  imbued  with 
the  sense  of  urgency  implied  by  the  Con¬ 
gress  in  pa°sing  the  National  Defense 
Education  Act,  has  worked  very  hard 
during  the  6  months  since  it  was  enacted 
into  law  to  get  these  several  programs 
going.  They  are  now  ready  to  carry  out 
the  intent  of  the  Congress  and  lack  only 
the  funds. 

Mr.  McGOVERN.  Ml’.  Chairman, 
one  of  the  most  valuable  legislative  pro¬ 
grams  enacted  by  the  85th  Congress  was 
the  National  Defense  Education  Act.  I 
am  proud  of  the  fact  that  I  was  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  subcommittee  that  hammered 
out  the  basic  outline  of  this  program. 

It  is  my  conviction  that  the  minds  of 
our  young  people  constitute  our  most 
precious  national  resource.  The  pro¬ 
gram  under  consideration  seeks  to  im¬ 
prove  the  quality  and  the  educational 
opportunity  of  our  students  and  teach¬ 
ers.  It  seeks,  in  short,  greater  excel¬ 
lence  in  American  education. 

I  strongly  support  the  amendment  to 
provide  $75  million  as  a  supplement  to 
the  national  defense  education  appro¬ 
priation  for  this  fiscal  year.  There  is 
an  urgent  need  for  these  funds  to  carry 
out  even  a  minimum  part  of  the  program 
authorized  by  the  Congress  for  this  fiscal 
year. 

In  my  own  State,  for  example,  three 
fine  institutions  of  higher  learning,  South 
Dakota  State  College,  the  University  of 
South  Dakota,  and  Northern  State 
Teachers  College,  have  all  sought  funds 
with  which  to  establish  guidance  and 
counseling  institutes  as  provided  for  in 
the  legislation  of  last  year.  But,  be¬ 
cause  of  a  critical  shortage  of  funds,  it 
does  not  now  appear  that  any  one  of 
these  outstanding  universities  will  be 
able  to  secure  funds  for  such  a  program. 

I  have  learned,  too,  that  whereas  the 
Congress  has  authorized  1,000  graduate 
fellowships  for  this  year,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
has  only  enough  funds  to  grant  160  such 
fellowships. 

Other  parts  of  the  program  are  simi¬ 
larly  short  of  funds  to  execute  the  edu¬ 
cational  assistance  which  Congress  pro¬ 
vided  last  summer. 

The  program  which  we  are  discussing 
is  not  one  of  Federal  control  of  educa¬ 
tion.  It  is  rather  a  program  which  pre¬ 
serves  the  local  direction  of  our  schools 
and  colleges,  but  which  supplements 
badly  strained  local  school  and  college 
budgets  with  Federal  encouragement  and 
support. 

High-quality  education  is  not  only 
good  for  the  soul  and  the  mind  of  man; 
it  has  become  an  essential  ingredient  in 
our  national  defense.  I  urge  approval 
of  this  amendment. 

Mr.  BRADEMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  in  support  of  the  amendment  of  the 
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distinguished  gentleman  from  Rhode  Is¬ 
land  [Mr.  Fogarty]. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  State  of  Indiana 
has  had  in  the  last  2  or  3  years  the  un¬ 
deserved  reputation  of  being  opposed  to 
education.  This  unhappy  reputation  is 
in  very  large  part  due  to  the  militant 
opposition  of  a  U.S.  Senator  from  In¬ 
diana  last  year,  a  Republican,  to  the 
use  by  Hoosier  taxpayers  of  funds  made 
available  in  the  National  Defense  Edu¬ 
cation  Act  of  1958,  one  of  the  finest 
pieces  of  legislation  ever  passed  by  Con¬ 
gress  in  the  field  of  education. 

The  present  Governor  of  Indiana, 
along  with  the  former  State  superin¬ 
tendent  of  public  instruction — and  I  feel 
in  good  conscience  compelled  to  point  out 
that  both  are  Republicans — have  also 
been  in  the  forefront  of  those  who  would 
prevent  the  taxpayers  of  our  State  from 
seeing  their  own  Federal  income  taxes 
used  in  Indiana.  These  men  have  ap¬ 
parently,  by  their  opposition  to  the  use 
of  funds  under  the  National  Defense 
Education  Act  in  Indiana,  been  willing 
to  see  Hoosier  taxes  go  to  all  of  the 
other  48  States  of  the  Union  but  not  to 
Indiana. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  we  had  an  election 
in  Indiana  last  year.  The  Senator  to 
whom  I  refer  no  longer  sits  in  the  other 
body.  The  Governor  whom  I  mentioned 
was  defeated  in  his  bid  for  the  U.S. 
Senate  by  the  largest  margin  of  votes 
ever  recorded  in  a  statewide  contest  in 
Indiana  and  the  State  superintendent  of 
public  instruction  was  also  defeated  last 
fall. 

Today,  Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  repre¬ 
senting  Indiana  in  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  and  the  Senate  men  who 
believe  in  education. 

I  am  therefore  pleased,  as  one  of  the 
new  Members  of  Congress  from  Indiana, 
as  one  of  those  who  is  confident  that  the 
people  of  our  State  believe  in  education, 
and  as  the  only  Indiana  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor,  to 
urge  support  of  the  entire  request  made 
by  the  administration  for  a  supplemental 
appropriation  for  the  National  Defense 
Education  Act. 

The  restoration  of  these  funds  will 
make  it  possible  for  us  in  Indiana  as 
well  as  for  citizens  of  every  other  State 
of  our  country  to  press  ahead  with  the 
important  programs  set  forth  in  this 
act  to  strengthen  the  national  defense 
and  to  improve  the  educational  programs 
of  America.  Among  other  sections,  these 
funds  will  provide  for  loans  to  students 
in  colleges  and  universities,  assistance 
for  strengthening  the  teaching  of  sci¬ 
ence,  mathematics  and  modern  foreign 
languages,  graduate  fellowships  for  the 
purpose  of  improving  our  college  and 
university  teachers,  funds  for  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  centers  for  the  teaching  of 
foreign  languages  and  institutes  for  im¬ 
proving  their  teaching  as  well  as  for  a 
number  of  other  programs  designed  to 
strengthen  education  in  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as,  evidence  of  the  sup¬ 
port  of  some  of  the  most  distinguished 
leaders  in  the  field  of  education  in  the 
State  of  Indiana  for  the  restoration  of 
these  funds,  I  am  pleased  to  insert  the 
following  telegrams: 


Indianapolis,  Ind.,  March  23, 1959. 
Hon.  John  Brademas, 

U.S.  House  of  Representatives, 

House  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.C.: 

National  Defense  Education  Act  extremely 
vital.  Fight  for  adequate  appropriations. 

W.  E.  Wilson, 

State  Superintendent  of  Public  In¬ 
struction,  Statehouse. 


Notre  Dame,  Ind.,  March  23,  1959. 
Hon.  John  Brademas, 

House  of  Representatives , 

Washington,  D.C.: 

Earnestly  urge  your  support  of  National 
Defense  Act  graduate  fellowship  section. 
Regards. 

Theodore  M.  Hesburgh,  C.S.C., 
President,  University  of  Notre  Dame. 

Notre  Dame,  Ind.,  March  23,  1959. 
Hon.  John  Brademas, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.C.: 

We  urge  your  support  of  National  Defense 
Act,  title  IV,  graduate  fellowships. 

Rev.  Paul  E.  Beichner,  C.S.C., 

Dean,  the  Graduate  School,  University 
of  Notre  Dame. 

Indianapolis,  Ind.,  March  23,  1959. 
Hon.  John  Brademas, 

Floor  of  House  of  Representatives , 

U.S.  Congress,  Washington,  D.C.: 

Restore  cut  in  President's  budget  for  Na¬ 
tional  Education  Defense  Act.  Funds  badly 
needed  to  put  Indiana  plan  into  operation. 

Mrs.  Don  Herrin, 

First  Vice  President,  Indiana  Congress 
of  Parents  and  Teachers. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  glad  to  report 
that  Indiana  believes  in  education.  The 
people  of  our  State  are  back  in  the  Union 
once  more. 

I  hope  the  amendment  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Rhode  Island  to  provide  for 
ample  funds  under  the  National  Defense 
Education  Act  will  be  overwhelmingly 
supported  by  Members  of  this  body. 

Mr.  BOLAND.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  support  of  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Fo¬ 
garty],  In  speaking  on  this  bill,  in  gen¬ 
eral  debate,  I  pointed  out  that  I  did  not 
approve  of  the  striking  of  $50,300,000 
from  the  activities  of  the  Office  of  Edu¬ 
cation.  Money  for  science,  mathematics 
and  laboratory  equipment  is  essential  if 
we  are  to  back  up  the  national  defense 
education  bilk  passed  in  the  last  session 
of  the  85th  Congress.  We  need  good 
teachers  in  these  fields  and  we  can  help 
to  secure  them  by  the  national  defense 
fellowships.  There  is  a  special  need  to 
increase  the  graduates  to  meet  the  criti¬ 
cal  shortage  of  teachers  in  the  colleges 
and  the  universities  today.  The  num¬ 
ber  of  persons  being  graduated  with 
doctoral  degrees,  all  too  few  to  meet  the. 
demand  for  them,  is  eroded  away  and 
drained  off  into  fields  of  work  other  than 
teaching.  The  national  defense  fellow¬ 
ships  will  supply  the  incentive  to  correct 
this  condition. 

The  activity  labeled  “Advanced  Train¬ 
ing  in  Foreign  Languages  and  Areas” 
will  strengthen  our  Nation  in  a  field 
where  we  are  weak.  It  -is  well  known 
that  as  a  Nation  we  are  deplorably  un¬ 
prepared  linguistically,  either  to  defend 
ourselves  in  the  case  of  war,  or  to  exer¬ 
cise  the  full  force  of  our  leadership  in 
the  building  of  a  peaceful  world.  Some 
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3  million  Americans  including  members 
of  the  Armed  Forces,  are  reported  to  be 
living,  traveling,  and  working  overseas 
each  year.  Few  Americans  available  for 
overseas  assignments  have  had  any  for¬ 
eign  language  training.  Most  Ameri¬ 
cans  who  do  study  foreign  languages 
start  too  late  and  stop  too  soon  to  be¬ 
come  proficient  in  the  use  of  the  lan¬ 
guages. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  situation  should 
not  be  continued.  We  did  something 
about  in  the  enabling  legislation  estab¬ 
lishing  the  National  Defense  Education 
Act.  But  it  can  get  nowhere  unless  we 
give  it  the  necessary  funds  to  function. 
The  amendment  of  Mr.  Fogarty  pro¬ 
vides  the  money  requested  in  the  sup¬ 
plemental  bill  by  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare. 

FOREIGN  LANGUAGE  INSTITUTES 

Mr.  Chairman,  an  initial  allocation  of 
$400,000  has  been  made  in  fiscal  1959  to 
begin  the  institute  program,  and  an  ad¬ 
ditional  $1,100,000  was  requested  as  a 
supplemental  appropriation.  The  sub¬ 
committee  struck  out  this  item.  I  dis¬ 
sented  from  this  action  and  pleaded  for 
the  whole  amount.  Mr.'  Fogarty's 
amendment  restores  that  amount.  This 
money  is  used  to  establish  language  in¬ 
stitutes.  Each  institute  provides  ad¬ 
vanced  training  for  language  teachers. 
The  initial  allocation  of  $400,000  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  regular  1959  budget  made 
it  possible  to  set  up  four  well-staffed  in¬ 
stitutes,  each  8  weeks  in  duration.  The 
amount  requested  we  ask  in  this  amend¬ 
ment,  and  this  bill  will  make  it  possible 
to  establish  6  additional  8-week  sum¬ 
mer  institutes  and  600  additional 
trainees  will  be  accommodated,  about 
500  of  them  being  public  school  teachers 
on  Government  stipends.  Altogether, 
approximately  1,000  foreign  language 
teachers  would  receive  advanced  train¬ 
ing  in  the  summer  of  1959. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  trust  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  adding  $50,300,000  to  this  bill  will 
be  adopted  by  the  House. 

Mrs.  GREEN  of  Oregon.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  rise  to  support  the  amendment  to 
restore  the  funds  requested  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  under  the  Defense  Education 
Act  of  1958. 

In  1958,  when  the  Congress  passed 
that  act,  we  did  so  because  we  recog¬ 
nized,  in  the  shadow  of  sputnik,  the  fact 
that  scientific  and  technological  excel¬ 
lence  is  a  weapon  of  war,  as  well  as  a 
tool  of  peace.  We  did  not  go  overboard 
in  that  act.  It  represents  a  satisfying, 
but  at  best  an  inadequate,  response  to  the 
challenge  of  Soviet  achievements  in  the 
field  of  education.  But  today,  if  we  go 
along  with  the  recommendations  of  the 
distinguished  committee,  we  will  make 
that  legislative  accomplishment  a  hol¬ 
low  mockery.  We  will,  in  effect,  return 
to  the  comfortable  smugness  of  the  pre¬ 
sputnik  era,  consoling  ourselves  with 
the  meaningless  and  now  demonstrably 
false  assumption  that  education  is  a 
luxury,  without  relation  to  the  desperate 
struggle  of  our  Nation  and  our  way  of 
life  to  survive. 

What  are  some  of  the  programs,  al¬ 
ready  approved,  already  mapped  out, 
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which  will  die  on  the  vine  for  lack  of 
funds  if  the  committee’s  recommenda¬ 
tions  are  followed? 

Under  this  act,  the  Department  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  award  1,000  fellowships  each 
year.  These  graduate  fellowships  are 
the  heart  and  soul  of  any  meaningful 
defense  education  program.  It  is  at  the 
graduate  level  where  our  universities  are 
engaging  in  the  kind  of  creative  schol¬ 
arship  that  will  make  our  American  edu¬ 
cation  equal  to  the  task  which  has  been 
placed  before  it. 

The  Department  has  received  1,040  ap¬ 
plications  for  fellowship  aid  for  graduate 
programs.  These  application  visualized 
a  total  of  6,000  fellowships.  Under  the 
act,  only  one  out  of  six  of  these  fellow¬ 
ships  can  be  awarded,  even  with  the  full 
appropriation.  Yet  the  committee,  in 
limiting  the  fellowship  program  to  the 
money  already  appropriated  in  last  year’s 
completely  inadequate  supplemental  bill, 
has  limited  the  fellowships,  not  to  one 
out  of  six  applications,  but  to  one  out  of 
40.  Enough  funds  are  still  available 
from  last  year's  appropriation  to  provide 
150  fellowships.  The  funds  requested 
would  finance  an  additional  850.  The 
150  financed  by  last  year’s  appropriation 
are  already  awarded,  and  already  an¬ 
nounced.  The  Defense  Education  Act 
fellowship  program,  if  the  committee’s 
recommendations  are  followed,  will  be 
completely  frozen  until  the  requests  for 
fiscal  year  1960  become  law.  These  850 
fellowships  would  cost  a  total  of  $4  Vi 
million.  This  is  not  a  something-for- 
nothing  proposition.  It  is  a  wise  and 
prudent  investment  in  national  security, 
one  which  we  can  ill  afford  not  to  make. 

Other  aspects  of  the  Defense  Education 
Act  program  which  deserve  some  con¬ 
sideration  here  include  the  language  de¬ 
velopment  program.  I  suspect  most  of 
my  thoughtful  and  hard-working  col¬ 
leagues  have  read  the  delightfully  chill¬ 
ing  book.  The  Ugly  American.  One  of 
the  highlights  of  that  book,  one  of  the 
aspects  of  our  foreign  operations  in  which 
we  have  the  greatest  inadequacies  is  the 
language  area.  American  representa¬ 
tives  abroad,  both  governmental  repre¬ 
sentatives  and  those  valuable  adjuncts 
to  our  foreign  policy,  American  business¬ 
men,  are  hampered  in  their  .work  by  the 
inability  to  obtain  language  training  in 
this  country.  The  Defense  Education 
Act,  in  title  VI,  provides  for  a  program 
of  research,  of  institutes  for  language 
teachers,  and  for  the  establishment  of 
language  and  area  centers  in  American 
institutions  of  higher  learning.  Eight 
hundred  thousand  dollars  is  presently 
available,  remaining  from  last  year’s  ap¬ 
propriation.  The  Department  has  re¬ 
quested  a  supplemental  allowance  of 
$4,200,000. 

What  is  involved  in  this  request?  I 
am  informed  that  the  amount  of  money 
now  available  can  finance  the  setting  up 
of  four  or  five  critical  language  and  area 
centers.  With  the  supplemental  funds, 
the  Department  can  establish  six  to  eight 
additional  such  centers.  There  are  14 
languages  spoken  throughout  the  world, 
each  one  spoken  by  between  10  million 
and  42  million  people,  which  are  not  now 
taught  anywhere  in  the  United  States. 


The  list  of  these  languages  sounds  like 
a  catalog  of  the  most  important  battle¬ 
fields  of  the  cold  war.  Forty-two  million 
human  beings  speak' Javanese.  In  no 
university  in  the  United  States  can  a 
civil  servant  or  an  American  business¬ 
man  be  taught  to  speak  Javanese.  You 
may  be  assured,  gentlemen,  that  this 
ridiculous  state  of  affairs  does  not  exist 
in  the  Soviet  Union.  There  are  other 
languages,  ability  in  which  is  equally 
vital  if  we  are  to  meet  the  threat  to  our 
existence  where  that  threat  is  the  most’ 
pressing — other  languages  which  are  not 
taught  in  the  United  States.  These  in¬ 
clude  Afrikaans,  the  language  of  the 
Union  of  South  Africa ;  Cambodian,  Loa- 
tian;  Pashto,  the  language  of  Afghanis¬ 
tan;  Sinhalese,  the  language  of  Ceylon; 
and,  believe  it  or  not,  in  spite  of  the 
closest  and  most  intimate  connections 
between  this  Nation  and  the  proud  Re¬ 
public  of  the  Philippines,  Tagalog,  the 
native  language  of  that  nation,  is  not 
taught  anywhere  in  the  United  States. 

Languages  such  as  Chinese,  Arabic, 
Hindi,  Farsi,  Indonesian,  and  Swahili  are 
taught  in  all  too  few  centers  in  this 
country,  although  these  languages  prob¬ 
ably  account  for  the  spoken  tongues  of 
a  majority  of  the  earth’s  inhabitants. 

We  can  save  money  if  we  follow  the 
subcommittee’s  recommendations,  Mr. 
Chairman.  We  can  reduce  the  budget, 
and  we  can  turn  the  political  tables  on 
the  reckless  political  charges  which  have 
been  leveled  at  the  Democratic  Party  by 
labeling  it  the  party  of  reckless  spenders. 
We  can  gain  some  temporary  advantage 
by  taking  the  administration  at  its  word 
and  gaging  everything  in  terms  of  a  bal¬ 
anced  budget.  But  the  money  we  save 
and  the  votes  we  garner  in  this  attempt 
will  leave  us  with  the  proud  but  some¬ 
what  empty  distinction  which  has 
hitherto  been  the  exclusive  possession 
of  those  budget  balancers  who  took  such 
pride  in  cutting  our  Nation’s  defenses  in 
the  months  before  Pearl  Harbor.  To¬ 
day’s  defenses  are  not  merely  guns  and 
bombs.  Today’s  defense  expenditures 
buy  brains  and  books.  If  they  do  not, 
they  do  not  buy  defense.  I  plead  with 
my  colleagues  not  to  enter  into  this  con¬ 
test  to  see  who  can  be  the  thriftiest  man 
in  the  graveyard. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Montana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  would  like  to  compliment  my 
esteemed  colleague  from  Rhode  Island 
[Mr.  Fogarty]  for  his  energy  and  fore¬ 
sight  in  seeking  full  restoration  of  funds 
for  the  Defense  Education  Act.  Our 
Montana  PTA  leadership,  our  Montana 
Greater  University  System,  and  our  en¬ 
tire  Montana  Congressional  Delegation 
long  have  actively  supported  this  educa¬ 
tional  program.  The  educational  lead¬ 
ers  of  my  State  urge  its  full  support. 
Earlier  my  colleague  from  Rhode  Island 
fought  for  and  was  successful  in  secur¬ 
ing  committee  assent  to  an  increase  in 
funds  for  Public  Law  874  and  Public  Law 
815  activities  so  urgently  needed  in  my 
district  because  of  the  impact  of  great 
expansion  at  two  large  airbases.  I  urge 
that  the  House  today  give  its  approval  to 
these  necessary  appropriations.  In  one 
city  alone  in  my  district,  Great  Falls, 
they  are  trying  to  put  across  a  bond  issue 
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for  five  new  elementary  schools.  There 
they  will  have  2,000  unhoused  students 
next  September,  of  which  a  large  per¬ 
centage  are  federally  connected.  The 
situation  is  similar  and  equally  critical 
at  Glasgow.  So  these  needs,  and  the 
Defense  Education  Act  needs  of  our  insti¬ 
tutions  of  higher  learning  must  be  met  if 
we  are  to  keep  faith  with  our  people.  I 
strongly  urge  favorable  consideration  of 
the  Fogarty  amendment. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  just  7 
short  months  ago,  we  wrestled  here 
throughout  a  long  summer,  both  in  com¬ 
mittee  and  on  the  floor  of  the  House, 
trying  to  fashion  a  realistic  and  honest, 
and  at  the  same  time  an  effective  an¬ 
swer  to  the  Russian  threat  in  the  fields 
of  science  and  education. 

I  thought  at  that  time,  and  I  think 
now,  that  the  House  fashioned  a  program 
that  had  depth,  and  breadth,  and  height, 
and  imagination.  It  was  fortunate  for 
the  country  that  we  were  able  to  work  out 
this  program  at  a  relatively  very  small 
cost. 

That  program  dared  to  dream  how 
strong  America  might  really  become  if 
we  made  available  the  benefits  of  an  edu¬ 
cational  program  to  the  quarter  million 
or  so  of  the  brightest  boys  and  girls  of 
our  Nation — boys  and  girls  who  do  not 
now  go  on  to  college,  largely  because  they 
do  not  have  the  money.  Out  of  that 
thought  grew  the  loan  program,  and  the 
testing,  counseling,  and  guidance  pro¬ 
grams  of  the  National  Defense  Educa¬ 
tion  Act  of  1958,  which  I  had  the  privilege 
to  sponsor  in  the  House. 

We  dared  to  dream  how  strong 
America  might  become  if  we  helped  to 
provide  the  equipment  that  more  than 
half  ef  America’s  high  schools  need  in 
order  effectively  to  teach  the  sciences,  at 
the  time  we  mast  teach  them,  if  we  are 
to  have  an  adequate  number  of  highly 
trained  scientists  to  serve  the  uses  of  a 
strong  America. 

We  dared  to  dream  how  much  stronger 
America  would  be  if  through  a  program 
of  fellowships  we  started  the  training 
this  year  of  1,030  Ph.  D.’s — 10  percent 
more  than  were  trained  last  year.  We 
are  interested  at  the  same  time  to  en¬ 
courage  America’s  graduate  schools  to 
expand  their  facilities  and  their  pro¬ 
grams  by  at  least  the  number  of  fellow¬ 
ships  granted,  and  we  presumed  that 
once  these  programs  were  expanded  that 
they  would  stay  expanded  and  continue 
to  grow. 

We  dared  dream  of  how  much  Ameri¬ 
can  school  instruction  might  be  improved 
if  we  provided  money  for  experimenta¬ 
tion  with  the  new  communication  media, 
like  TV.  The  Congress  of  the  United 
States  authorized  a  program  in  that  field. 

We  dared  dream  how  much  Ameri¬ 
can  relations  with  our  neighbors 
throughout  the  world  might  be  improved 
if  we  provided  institutes  to  increase  the 
skills  and  add  to  the  effectiveness  of  ele¬ 
mentary  and  secondary  school  teachers 
of  the  modern  foreign  languages. 

We  felt,  and  I  feel  now,  that  our  Na¬ 
tion  should  have  adequate  statistics  on 
education  right  here  in  Washington,  just 
as  it  maintains  statistics  on  labor  and 
business  and  many  other  fields. 
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Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  call  your  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  fact  that  these  programs  have 
all  proved  to  be  even  much  more  popular 
than  any  of  us  who  supported  the  De¬ 
fense  Education  Act  of  1958  had  thought 
they  would  be.  The  applications  under 
all  the  programs  exceeded  our  guesses  of 
what  they  would  be  by  a  good  100  per¬ 
cent. 

Well,  on  the  final  day,  or  rather  the 
final  night  of  the  last  session  of  Congress, 
we  provided  $40  million  for  these  pro¬ 
grams,  and  I  call  the  attention  of  every 
Member  to  the  fact  that  it  was  under¬ 
stood  at  the  time  that  this  $40  million 
was  an  interim  appropriation,  to  be  used 
only,  and  singly,  for  the  purpose  of  get¬ 
ting  the  program  started.  Staffs  had  to 
be  recruited,  studies  had  to  be  made,  con¬ 
ferences  had  to  be  held,  and  it  was 
thought  that  $40  million  would  carry  the 
program  until  the  first  of  the  year. 

Now,  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Fogarty]  seeks  to  restore  the  complete 
supplemental  budget  request  of  $75,300,- 
000.  I  support  Mr.  Fogarty’s  amend¬ 
ment.  I  trust  the  House  will  do  likewise. 
I  appreciate  the  statement  that  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas]  has 
just  made  with  respect  to  this  amend¬ 
ment.  His  approval  of  and  acceptance 
of  .the  amendment  are  of  the  greatest 
importance. 

The  adoption  of  this  amendment  will 
provide  money  for  850  fellowships  that 
are  waiting  to  be  granted.  It  will  pro¬ 
vide  $37  million  for  science,  mathematics, 
and  modern  foreign-language  teaching 
equipment  for  America’s  high  schools. 
A  small  portion  of  this  money  will  be 
used  for  consultants.  The  amendment 
will  pi'ovide  $2  million  for  grants  to  the 
States  for  their  guidance  programs  and 
$1  million  for  the  counseling  and  guid¬ 
ance  institutes.  It  will  provide  $3,100,- 
000  for  foreign-language  centers  and  for¬ 
eign-language  research,  and  $1,100,000 
for  foreign-language  teacher  institutes. 
It  will  provide  $1  million  for  research  in 
new  media  of  instruction,  such  as  in¬ 
struction  through  the  medium  of  TV. 
It  will  provide  $600,000  as  Federal  con¬ 
tributions  to  the  States  for  the  educa¬ 
tional  statistics  programs.  The  adop¬ 
tion  of  this  amendment  will  add  $75,- 
300,000  to  the  $40  million  heretofore  ap¬ 
propriated  by  us  on  the  final  day  of  the 
last  session  of  Congress.  This  money 
will  enable  these  programs  to  go  forward. 
It  will  enable  them  to  bring  opportunity 
and  hope  to  tens  of  thousands  of  boys 
and  girls  in  America  who  desire  a  higher 
education,  both  in  the  undergraduate 
and  at  the  graduate  level. 

Of  equal  importance  by  this  action,  we 
will  say  to  ourselves  and  to  the  world 
that  we  are  interested  in  education  as  a 
really  effective  weapon  of  our  defense. 

Mr.  HAGEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
support  of  the  amounts  contained  in  this 
bill  for  the  administration  of  Public 
Laws  815  and  874,  the  federally  impacted 
school  assistance  program. 

First,  I  wish  to  commend  the  members 
of  the  Appropriations  Committee  and 
their  able  chairman,  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]  who  in  their  wis¬ 
dom  saw  fit  to  include  funds  in  the 


amount  of  $20  million  for  operation  and 
maintenance  under  Public  Law  874  and 
$24,600,000  for  construction  under  Pub¬ 
lic  Law  815. 

I  am  particularly  interested  in  these 
appropriations  because  of  the  location 
of  a  number  of  federally  impacted  school 
districts  within  my  congressional  dis¬ 
trict.  The  officials  of  these  schools  ad¬ 
vise  me  that  their  operations  will  be 
seriously  disrupted  if  additional  funds 
are  not  made  available. 

It  should  be  noted  that  the  assistance 
does  not  by  any  stretch  of  the  imagi¬ 
nation  constitute  a  handout.  The  fact 
that  additional  children  are  attending 
the  schools  involved  because  of  Federal 
activity  places  the  financial  responsibil¬ 
ity  squarely  upon  the  shoulders  of  the 
U.S.  Government.  The  Congress  has 
wisely  recognized  this  responsibility  since 
the  inception  of  the  program  during  the 
81st  Congress.  In  fact,  I  believe  it  is  a 
fair  statement  to  say  that  the  program 
has  the  support  of  a  vast  majority  of  the 
Numbers  of  this  body. 

It  is  regrettable  that  we  did  not  see 
fit  to  appropriate  sufficient  funds  to  car¬ 
ry  out  our  responsibility  last  year.  Un¬ 
less  the  additional  money  is  approved  by 
the  Congress  those  school  districts  which 
are  dependent  upon  Federal  money  for 
operations  will  receive  only  85  percent 
of  the  funds  for  which  they  are  qualified. 
Similarly,  in  the  case  of  Public  Law  815 
funds,  many  necessary  schoolhouses  will 
not  be  built  unless  the  $24.6  million  rec¬ 
ommended  by  our  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  is  granted.  With  respect  to  the 
Public  Law  874  program,  it  is  my  under¬ 
standing  that  the  $20  million  proposed 
will  permit  payment  of  100  percent  of  the 
entitlements  of  all  school  districts 
throughout  the  country. 

The  impactment  areas  of  my  district 
are  attributable  principally  to  the  vital 
defense  work  being  carried  on  at  Edwards 
Air  Force  Base,  and  the  Naval  Ordnance 
Test  Station,  China 'Lake.  I  would  call 
the  attention  of  my  colleagues  to  the  fact 
that  these  districts’  problems  are  further 
complicated  by  the  fact  that  they  are 
situated  in  an  area  of  the  Mojave  Desert 
in  which  there  is  an  extremely  low  ad 
valorem  tax  base  and  exceedingly  high 
construction  costs. 

I  am  sure  the  members  of  this  body 
recognize  the  necessity  for  the  appro¬ 
priations  in  question  and  I  urge  their 
approval. 

I  would  like  now  to  refer  briefly  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Fogarty]  to 
provide  funds  for  titles  III  and  V  of  the 
National  Defense  Education  Act  to  per¬ 
mit  grants  for  scientific  study  and  for 
testing,  guiding,  and  counseling  stu¬ 
dents. 

I  would  urge  that  the  inadequate  funds 
appropirated  last  year  be  supplemented 
in  order  that  the  programs  contemplated 
under  titles  III  and  V  may  function  in 
the  fashion  anticipated  when  we  ap¬ 
proved  the  authorizing  legislation  during 
the  last  session  of  Congress. 

I  also  wholeheartedly  endorse  the  ac¬ 
tion  of  the  committee  in  appropriating 
$25  million  in  additional  funds  for  the 
student  loan  program. 
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With  respect  to  titles  III  and  V,  I  am 
advised  by  Dr.  Roy  E.  Simpson,  superin¬ 
tendent  of  public  instruction  of  the  State 
of  California,  that  valid  applications 
filed  in  California  require  an  additional 
$2,296,000  for  scientific  educational  as¬ 
sistance  and  $198,000  for  counseling.  I 
am  sure  that  similar  situations  obtain  in 
other  States. 

I  urge  adoption  of  the  Fogarty  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  McFALL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  support  of  the  supplemental  appro¬ 
priation  of  $20  million  for  Public  Law  874 
and  $24.6  million  for  Public  Law  815  pro¬ 
grams  for  the  assistance  of  school  dis¬ 
tricts  with  an  unusual  impact  of  federal¬ 
ly  attracted  students. 

The  Congress  a  year  ago  recognized 
the  equity  in  these  programs  by  extend¬ 
ing  them  and  the  local  school  districts 
budgeted  accordingly. 

We  cannot  now  break  faith  with  these 
local  districts  by  denying  them  the  funds 
they  are  due  under  the  law. 

These  local  districts  would  be  forced 
to  bear  far  more  than  their  fair  share  of 
the  Nation’s  educational  burden  by  ex¬ 
cessive  local  taxation  if  the  Federal  funds 
are  not  forthcoming.  Most  of  the  im¬ 
pact  districts  are  already  taxed  to  the 
local  limits,  meaning  reduction  of  Fed¬ 
eral  support  must  necessarily  lead  to 
reduction  in  the  quality  of  education. 

You  all  are  aware  of  the  importance 
of  the  Federal  impact  programs  in  the 
areas  surrounding  Washington.  The 
picture  is  the  same  in  California  where 
52  percent  of  all  California  school  chil¬ 
dren  are  from  the  425  public  school  dis¬ 
tricts  in  .39  counties  now  being  aided  by 
one  or  both  of  the  laws. 

I  was  informed  this  morning  that  the 
loss  to  the  schools  in  my  own,  the  11th 
District  of  California,  would  be  $44,594 
this  year  if  we  do  not  keep  faith  and  make 
the  promised  appropriation. 

Following  are  the  figures — with  the 
authorized  amount  first,  followed  by  the 
reduced  appropriation  unless  the  addi¬ 
tional  funds  are  made  available: 


Stockton  Unified _ 

Manteca  Elementary. 
Manteca  High  __ _ 

_ $185,  402 

-  27, 830 

9.4.  R91 

$157,  592 
23,  656 
21  1  ST 

Tracy  Elmentary _ 

_  24'  756 

21,  043 

Tracy  High  _ 

-  15, 291 

12,  997 

French  Camp _ 

-  9,  955 

8,  462 

Montezuma _ 

-  5, 886 

5,  003 

Lathrop _ 

.  3,289 

2,  796 

Total _ 

_  297, 300 

252,  706 

Mr.  RAYBURN. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 

an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Rayburn:  On 
page  20,  line  2,  add  a  new  paragraph  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

“Outdoor  Recreation  Resources  Review 
Commission:  For  an  additional  amount  for 
the  Outdoor  Recreation  Resources  Review 
Commission,  $100,000,  to  remain  available 
until  expended.’’ 

Mr.  TPIOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
discussed  this  matter  with  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Kirwan]  and  with  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Jensen], 
The  committee  will  accept  the  amend¬ 
ment. 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Rayburn]  . 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

(Mr.  WEAVER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  WEAVER.  Mr.  Chairman,  when  I 
was  elected  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  along  with  every  Member  of  this 
House,  I  assumed  a  responsibility  to  every 
citizen  of  the  United  States,  not  just  to 
the  citizens  of  the  First  Congressional 
District  of  Nebraska.  Today  I  feel  im¬ 
pelled  to  take  issue  (frith  many  Members 
of  this  House  for  whom  I  have  a  very 
high  personal  regard,  because  I  now  feel 
the  weight  of  that  responsibility. 

As  Members  of  this  Congress  we  owe  a 
certain  responsibility  to  the  people  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  because — like  it  or 
not — we  must  sit  as  their  city  council. 
We  must  act  for  them,  and  in  their  be¬ 
half.  We  have  an  obligation  to  bear  to¬ 
ward  these  people  who  have  no  govern¬ 
ment  except  that  approved  for  them  by 
the  Congress  itself. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  a  member  of  the 
Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  handling  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  affairs,  I  voted  consistently  in 
committee  against  anything  I  considered 
to  be  wasteful  and  unnecessary.  When 
the  bill  came  before  the  House  I  ex¬ 
plained  the  reasons  for  my  views.  It 
may  now  appear  to  some  that  I  am  taking 
a  diametrically  opposed  position  in 
speaking  today  to  support  the  amend¬ 
ments  offered  by  the  distinguished  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Michigan,  our  subcommittee 
chairman  [Mr.  Rabaut].  However,  I  do 
not  believe  I  am. 

The  cuts  contained  in  this  bill  con¬ 
cerning  the  District  of  Columbia,  unfor¬ 
tunately  have  a  deep  bearing  on  the  very 
core  of  our  duty  to  the  people  of  the  Dis¬ 
trict.  These  cuts  would,  for  instance, 
seriously  affect  the  protection  these 
people  need  and  must  have.  The  cuts 
would  force  the  furlough  of  policemen 
and  firemen.  They  would  also  require 
the  furloughing  of  teachers.  Without 
the  services  of  firemen  and  policemen  we 
would  leave  a  goodly  number  of  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  the  District  without  these  essen¬ 
tial  services.  I  ask  each  of  you  to  ex¬ 
amine  your  own  conscience  to  determine 
whether  you  can  vote  for  these  services 
within  the  framework  of  the  responsi¬ 
bility  to  the  people  of  the  District  which 
we  as  Members  of  the  Congress  have  as¬ 
sumed. 

Under  the  amendments  to  be  proposed 
by  my  colleague  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Rabaut]  $1,761,313  would  be  put  back 
into  this  bill  to  provide  for  these  vitally 
important  services.  Without  this  money 
we  might  well  be  opening  the  gates  of 
Washington  to  the  temptations  of  crime 
or  to  the  devastating  effect  of  fire.  We 
as  Members  of  Congress  cannot  do  other¬ 
wise  with  the  knowledge  that  by  this 
positive  action,  such  conditions  perhaps 
would  not  come  into  being. 

The  gentleman  from  Michigan  will 
also  propose  the  restoration  of  a  portion 
of  the  other  supplemental  funds  cut  from 
this  bill.  I  support  this  also.  The  money 
which  the  gentleman  wishes  to  restore 


(vould  not  go  for  frills  or  for  non- 
essentials;  it  would  be  used  to  meet  the 
obligations  which  we  as  a  Congress  have, 
in  our  past  actions,  imposed  upon  the 
government  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

In  closing,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like 
to  point  out  that  the  Congress  itself 
through  its  actions  a  year  ago  placed  the 
District  in  its  present  situation.  In.  ap¬ 
proving  pay  increases  for  various  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  District  government,  there 
was  no  rider,  no  statement  of  intent,  that 
this  meant  the  District  must  fire  X 
number  of  employees.  Had  such  a  rider 
been  included,  then  Mr.  Chairman,  my 
position  would  be  different  today.  We 
owe  a  responsibility  to  “the  people  of  the 
District.  We  also,  I  submit,  owe  a  re¬ 
sponsibility  to  ourselves  as  Members  of 
this  Congress  to  carry  out  the  full  intent 
of  laws  which  we  have  ourselves  in  the 
past  enacted. 

I  most  strongly  urge  approval  of  these 
vitally-needed  additional  funds  and  I 
ask  your  support  for  the  amendments. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  amendments 
which  I  have  at  the  Clerk’s  desk  dealing 
with  the  District  of  Columbia  be  con¬ 
sidered  en  bloc  at  this  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
a  series  of  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendments  offered  by  Mr.  Thomas:  On 
page  11,  line  11,  under  the  heading  “Federal 
Payment  to  District  of  Columbia”  strike  out 
“$2,500,000”  and  insert  "$5,000,000”. 

Page  11,  line  22,  under  the  heading  “Public 
Schools”,  strike  out  “$3,342,250”  and  insert 
“$4,295,668”. 

Page  12,  line  6,  under  the  heading  “Metro¬ 
politan  Police”,  strike  out  “$2,062,550”  and 
insert  “$2,616,800”. 

Page  12,  line  11,  under  the  heading  “Fire 
Department”,  strike  out  “$946,550”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$1,200,300”. 

Page  35,  line  20,  under  the  heading  “De¬ 
partment  of  Sanitary  Engineering”,  strike 
out  “$909,750”  and  insert  “$1,213,000”. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  What  is  the  total  addi¬ 
tional  amount  which  the  gentleman  has 
agreed  to? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  let  me 
briefly  explain  the  matter. 

Mr.  Chairman,  all  of  us  have  been 
reading  the  newspapers,  particularly  the 
local  papers  here,  which  state  that  the 
committee  is  going  to  close  down  the 
schools,  the  Police  Department,  the  Fire 
Department,  and  scatter  garbage  all  over 
town  because  there  is  no  money  to  pick 
it  up. 

Briefly,  what  is  in  the  bill  is  this:  We 
were  trying  to  keep  the  District  on  a 
sound  basis.  We  all  like  the  District. 
Some  very  fine  people  live  here.  But  I 
do  not  think  I  have  ever  seen  a  govern¬ 
ment  grow  like  this  city  government  has 
in  the  last  3  years.  In  1955  it  had  20,651 
employees.  This  year  they  have  24,000, 
a  nice  army,  is  it  not,  and  lo  and  behold 
for  the  next  year  they  came  in  and 
wanted  another  650. 
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Mr.  JENSEN.  Will  the  gentleman 
tell  about  the  vacancies? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  What  the  newspapers 
have  not  said  too  much  about  is  that  the 
District  has  been  spending  money  that 
they  did  not  have.  They  intended  that 
the  ante  be  raised  from  $20  million  to 
$29  million,  so  this  bill  asks  for  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  Federal  contribution  from 
$20  million  to  $29  million.  In  the  bill 
presently  before  you  the  committee 
suggested  $2.5  million.  Now,  the  amend¬ 
ment  that  we  are  offering  at  the  Clerk’s 
desk  raises  that  to  $5  million.  We  take 
the1  limitations  off  the  Police  Depart¬ 
ment,  the  Sanitary  Engineering  Depart¬ 
ment,  the  Fire  Department,  and  the 
schoolteachers.  Now,  if  that  does  not 
give  them  just  about  everything  that 
they  want  except  $4  million,  I  do  not 
know.  Now,  they  can  certainly  live  with 
that.  They  do  not  have  to  fire  anybody. 
And,  do  you  know  that  on  January  1  they 
had  940  unfilled  jobs? 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Right. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Now,  this  is  a  reason¬ 
able  solution  to  this.  I  do  not  want  to 
cripple  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  as 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  do  not  want  to 
give  them  all  of  that  $9  million  Federal 
contribution,  either.  Now,  we  have  taken 
the  limits  off  and  they  can  operate  and 
do  a  good  job.  I  respectfully  suggest  to 
those  gentlemen  downtown  that  they  do 
not  grow  so  fast. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  You  mean  in  the  num¬ 
ber  of  employees? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  for  a  vote. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendments  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas]. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

What  has  happened  here  just  now  is 
that  the  bill  for  1959,  as  far  as  it  goes, 
dovetails  with  the  bill  that  we  passed 
about  a  week  ago  setting  the  Federal 
payment  at  $25  million.  While  the 
amendment  just  adopted  takes  care  of 
the  needs  of  the  public  school,  the  police 
and  fire  departments,  there  are  still  some 
items  in  this  bill  that  are  not  in  accord 
with  the  treatment  that  has  been  ex¬ 
tended  to  other  agencies  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  Other  Federal  departments 
have  been  cut  10  percent.  The  District 
of  Columbia  has  been  cut  25  percent.  I 
will  introduce  a  series  of  amendments 
that  I  ask  be  considered  en  bloc  in  order 
that  there  may  be  added  to  the  bill  15 
percent  of  the  reduction  made  by  the 
committee  to  bring  these  agencies  of  the 
District  government  into  line  with  the 
cuts  that  have  been  made  in  the  other 
Federal  departments. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  a  number  of 
amendments  and  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  they  may  be  considered  en 
bloc. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendments  offered  by  Mr.  Rabaut:  Page 
34,  line  25,  strike  out  “$27,225”  and  insert 
“$32,670”. 

Page  35,  line  1,  strike  out  “$39,390”  and 
insert  “$47,268”. 

Page  35,  line  3,  strike  out  “$72,609”  and 
insert  “$37,131”. 

Page  35,  line  4,  strike  out  “$129,900”  and 
insert  “$155,830”. 
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Page  35,  line  5,  strike  out  “$6,750”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$8,100”. 

Page  35,  line  6,  strike  out  “$4,650”  and  in¬ 
sert  "$5,580”. 

Page  35,  lines  7  and  8,  strike  out  “$11,400” 
and  insert  “$13,680”. 

Page  35,  line  9,  strike  out  “$245,250”  and 
insert  “$294,300”. 

Page  35,  line  10,  strike  out  “$1,409,775” 
and  insert  “$1,691,730”. 

Page  35,  line  11,  strike  out  “$105,075”  and 
insert  “$126,090”. 

Page  35,  line  13,  strike  out  “$8,250”  and 
insert  “$9,900”. 

Page  35,  lines  14  and  15,  strike  out  “$120,- 
525”  and  insert  “$144,630”. 

Page  35,  line  16,  strike  out  “$259,500, 
which”  and  insert  “$311,400,  of  which  $295,- 
177”. 

Page  35,  line  18,  strike  out  “$62,400”  and 
Insert  “$74,880”. 

Page  35,  line  20,  strike  out  “$909,750”  and 
insert  “$1,091,700”. 

Page  35,  line  24,  strike  out  “$96,000”  and 
insert  “$115,200”. 

Page  36,  line  1,  strike  out  “$8,250”  and 
insert  “$9,900”. 

Page  36,  line  2,  strike  out  “$185,925”  and 
insert  “$223,110”. 

Page  36,  line  3,  strike  out  “$50,775”  and 
Insert  “$60,930”. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Michigan,  in  one  of  the  amend¬ 
ments  that  he  has  offered,  has  offered 
an  amendment  to  an  amount  which  has 
already  been  changed  by  the  Thomas 
amendment  previously  adopted.  Does 
the  gentleman  desire  to  withdraw  that 
amendment? 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Yes,  Mr.  Chairman; 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  withdraw 
that  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
the  amendment  is  withdrawn. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  considering  the  amendments  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  en 
bloc? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  from  what  I  have 
heard  here,  I  think  probably  we  ought 
to  recommit  this  bill  and  get  a  new  bill, 
take  a  fresh  start,  Development  Loan 
Fund  and  all. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  withdraw  my  reserva¬ 
tion  of  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RABAUT.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Are  we  to  understand 
that  all  these  additions  which  the  gen¬ 
tleman  has  offered  as  amendments  to  the 
amounts  in  the  bill  are  to  come  out  of 
jthe  District  of  Columbia  funds? 

Mr.  RABAUT.  These  moneys  will  be 
District  of  Columbia  moneys,  from  what¬ 
ever  source  they  get  them. 

The  first  figures  I  cited  are  the  figures 
that  are  in  this  bill.  These  figures  have 
been  cut  25  percent  below  the  budget. 
The  other  agencies  in  this  bill  have  been 
cut  10  percent.  The  increase  requested  is 
on  account  of  the  Pay  Act  of  last  year 
and  I  believe  that  25  percent  cut  is  too 
drastic.  My  amendments  reduce  that 
cut  to  10  percent  and  that  is  the  same 


cut  that  is  in  the  bill  for  the  majority  of 
the  Federal  agencies.  I  will  ask  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  if  that  is  not 
true. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope 
the  gentleman  will  withdraw  this 
amendment. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  I  am  asking  the  gen¬ 
tleman  a  question.  Is  that  true? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Yes,  that  is  exactly 
right.  This  is  the  only  agency  that  is 
asking  for  a  contribution,  too.  Let  us 
give  the  whole  picture.  You  are  not 
increasing  the  contribution,  but  where 
are  they  going  to  get  the  money? 

Mr'.  RABAUT.  I  am  asking  that  the 
District  of  Columbia  agencies  be  treated 
the  same  as  the  Federal  agencies.  They 
should  not  be  required  to  assume  more 
than  a  10  percent  cut  in  those  obliga¬ 
tions  which  the  Congress  voted  for  them 
last  year — the  Pay  Act.  The  pay  raise 
cost  about  $15  million  for  the  District. 
This  bill  is  still  $4  million  below  that 
amount. 

I  ask  for  a  favorable  vote  on  this 
amendment.  It  deals  with  such  agencies 
as  the  Regulatory  Agencies,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Veterans  Affairs,  the  Office  of 
Civil  Defense,  the  Department  of  Voca¬ 
tional  Rehabilitation,  the  Courts,  the 
Department  of  Public  Health,  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Licenses  and  Inspections, 
the  Department  of  Highways,  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Vehicles  and  Traffic,  the 
Aqueduct,  the  water  department  of  the 
District,  the  National  Guard,  and  the 
National  Zoological  Park,  which  in  my 
opinion  ought  not  to  be  under  the  Dis¬ 
trict  government  at  all.  The  expenses 
of  the  zoo  should  be  borne  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government. 

I  ask  for  a  favorable  vote  on  my 
amendments. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on- 
this  amendment  and  all  amendments  to 
the  paragraph  close  in  7  minutes,  and 
that  the  committee  be  given  the  last  4 
minutes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  a  preferential  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Hoffman  of  Michigan  moves  that  the 
Committee  do  now  rise  and  report  the  bill 
back  to  the  House  with  the  recommendation 
that  the  enacting  clause  be  stricken. 

(Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  or  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  as  I  listened  to  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  my  dear  friend  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Rabaut]  it  seemed  to  me  that  all 
the  amounts  were  raised.  Is  that  right? 

Mr.  RABAUT.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Then  is  the  total 
amount  carried  in  the  bill  for  the  Dis¬ 
trict  raised? 

Mr.  RABAUT.  It  is  raised  as  far  as 
they  make  expenditure  of  their  own 
funds,  the  funds  that  they  get  from  the 
different  sources. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Have 
you  increased  the  amount  that  the  Dis¬ 
trict  will  get? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Five  million  dollars. 


Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Is  that 
the  result  of  the  publicity  given  us  by 
the  three  local  papers? 

Mr.  RABAUT.  They  have  called  me 
the  tough  guy  on  the  District. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of*  Michigan.  Oh, 
well.  You  need  not  worry — your  record 
is  good. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  I  should  like  to  tell 
the  gentleman - 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  can¬ 
not  yield  any  more. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Oh,  the  gentleman  has 
a  lot  of  time. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  All 
right. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  We  accepted  the  Fed¬ 
eral  grant  this  year  of  $25  million  prin¬ 
cipally  on  account  of  the  pay  raise  act 
of  last  year.  This  action  taken  by  the 
subcommittee  headed  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas]  here  today 
raises  it  a  similar  figure.  But,  with  the 
raising  of  that  to  the  similar  figure,  they 
took  a  25  percent  cut  out  of  all  these 
individual  items  that  were  read  off  here, 
and  I  feel  that  is  entirely  too  drastic  for 
them  to  absorb. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for 
a  question  from  me? 

Mr.  RABAUT.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  gentleman. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  In 
your  opinion,  then  the  Thomas  commit¬ 
tee  cut  them  too  deeply? 

Mr.  RABAUT.  I  think  they  did  on  all 
these  items  that  have  just  been  referred 
to  in  the  amendments  I  offered. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  And 
now  you  are  increasing  this  total  $5 
million.  And  then  you  are  telling  how 
it  should  be  spent. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  I  am  just  telling  him 
how  it  should  be  done  with  justice. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  You,  of 
course,  are  telling  him  how  to  divide  it? 

Mr.  RABAUT.  I  am  telling  him  how 
it  should  be  done  with  justice. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  have 
every  confidence  in  your  judgment.  But 
I  do  wonder  if  the  District  realizes  how 
fortunate  it  is  to  have  a  payroll  which 
never  missed  a  payday  as  do  so  many 
sections  of  the  country.  If  the  present 
trend  continues  it  may  be  that  only  the 
merchants  will  be  able  to  meet  the  tax 
bill  for  local  expenditures.  Many  tax¬ 
payers  are  getting  out  of  the  city  be¬ 
cause  they  are  being  required  to  pay 
an  ever  greater  tax  burden.  So  many 
come  to  the  city  because  it  is  what  might 
be  called  a  soft  spot  for  those  who 
cannot — or  will  not — earn  their  way. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  preferential  motion  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoff¬ 
man]. 

The  motion  was  rejected. 

Mr.  MORRIS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  is 
recognized. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  amendment,  and  all  amendments 
thereto,  and  to  the  paragraph,  close,  in 
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17  minutes  with  the  last  4  minutes  to  be 
allotted  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  object. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  all  debate  on  this  amendment,  and 
all  amendments  thereto,  and  to  the  para¬ 
graph  close  in  10  minutes,  the  remain¬ 
ing  5  minutes  to  be  allotted  to  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 

Chairman,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 

Chairman,  what  became  of  that  motion 
to  strike  out  the  enacting  clause? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  motion  was 
voted  down. 

The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Morris!. 

(Mr.  MORRIS  of  Oklahoma  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  MORRIS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 

Chairman,  I  rise  chiefly  to  ask  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  someone.  I  also  rise,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  in  support  of  the  amendments 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  RabautL  I  think  they  go 
largely  to  the  health  and  welfare  of  this 
great  District  of  Columbia,  our  Nation’s 
Capital.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  chair¬ 
man  of  this  subcommittee,  who  I  con¬ 
sider  to  be  one  of  the  greatest  Members 
among  us,  or  I  ask  the  question  of  any¬ 
one  who  may  be  able  to  answer  this 
question:  According  to  the  budget  in 
brief,  which  was  prepared  by  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  $45.8  billion  goes  to  our 
major  national  security ;  $8.1  billion  goes 
for  interest  on  the  debt;  $5.1  billion  goes 
to  the  veterans’  program.  When  you 
add  that  all  up,  you  have  a  total,  if  I 
have  not  miscalculated,  and  I  think  I 
have  not,  of  $59  billion.  If  I  am  in  error, 
I  want  to  be  corrected.  That  amounts 
to  about  78  percent  of  the  entire  budget. 
Therefore,  in  order  to  secure  our  na¬ 
tional  defense,  and  surely  we  are  all  in 
favor  of  that,  and  in  order  to  pay  the 
interest  on  the  Government  debts  which 
were  created  largely  by  past  wars,  and 
in  order  to  pay  our  veterans  their  just 
due,  it  takes  a  little  less  than  78  percent 
of  our  budget  or  77  plus  percent,  as  I 
figure  it.  So  let  us  not  kid  ourselves  and 
let  us  not  kid  the  country. 

If  we  are  going  to  make  any  reduction 
we  are  going  to  have  to  make  it  out  of 
that  12  or  13  percent.  Even  if  we  should 
cut  it  all  out  except  for  national  de¬ 
fense,  veterans  and  interest  on  debt  and 
made  no  appropriation  for  salaries,  made 
no  appropriation  for  the  farm  program, 
made  no  appropriation  for  anything 
and  thus  destroyed  our  Government,  we 
would  reduce  the  budget  by  only  12  or 
13  percent.  So  I  say  that  there  just  is 
not  any  chance  that  I  can  see  for  us 
materially  to  reduce  this  budget  any¬ 
where  unless  we  could  go  in  and  cut  off 
billions  of  dollars  in  the  Defense  Depart¬ 
ment,  and  I  certainly  would  not  ap¬ 
prove  that,  nor  do  I  think  anyone  else 
would. 


4571 


I  do  think  we  act  unwisely  in  spending 
this  money  on  foreign  aid.  I  do  not 
want  to  be  riding  that  horse  to  death, 
but  I  have  been  opposed  to  it  all  the 
time.  That  money  goes  overseas.  I  do 
not  believe  it  does  the  good  some  people, 
those  who  have  supported  it,  thought  it 
would.  I  have  been  opposing  it  and  I 
shall  continue  to,  but  I  am  not  going  to 
oppose  the  amendments  that  are  pre¬ 
sented  here  to  restore  levels  fixed  by  the 
Budget;  I  am  going  to  be  for  them,  be¬ 
cause  I  think  they  provide  essential 
services  for  our  people. 

Yes,  I  am  for  balancing  the  budget;  I 
would  like  to  see  the  budget  balanced; 
I  know  all  of  us  would,  but  I  am  not  for 
balancing  the  budget  at  the  expense  of 
our  national  defense  and  services  vital 
to  our  people. 

I  repeat  in  conclusion  that  we  are  just 
kidding  ourselves  and  kidding  the  coun¬ 
try  when  we  fool  around  with  these 
small  cuts,  which  I  think  adversely  off¬ 
set  vital  services  to  our  people;  we  are 
just  injuring  and  kidding  ourselves. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Jones]  . 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  How  much 
time  do  I  have,  Mr.  Chairman? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  About  1  minute. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  want  to  make  the  same  argu¬ 
ment  today  that  I  have  been  making  for 
10  years,  and  that  is  that  the  people  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  are  not  paying 
their  fair  share  of  taxes,  and  as  long  as 
we  keep  appropriating  money  for  them 
out  of  the  Federal  Treasury  they  will  not. 
This  action  here  today  is  a  misnomer, 
when  we  say  we  are  going  to  take  it  out 
of  District  funds.  Of  course,  we  are 
going  to  take  it  out  of  District  funds, 
and  then  we  are  going  to  give  the  money 
right  back  to  them. 

When  I  came  here  about  10  years  ago 
the  Federal  contribution  was  about  $10 
million  a  year.  They  come  in  now  and 
want  $30  million. 

Real  estate  in  this  District  has  not 
been  reassessed  for  many  years;  it  is 
out  of  line.  The  tax  rate  is  too  low.  I 
pay  as  much  school  tax  in  the  district  in 
which  I  live  as  the  average  person  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  pays  in  total 
tax;  and  that,  I  say,  is  wrong.  They  are 
never  going  to  have  enough  money  until 
they  raise  their  taxes,  and  they  are  not 
going  to  do  that  until  Congress  forces 
them  by  stopping  withdrawing  this 
money  from  Federal  taxpayers  from  all 
over  this  Nation.  Whenever  they  pay 
their  fair  share  I  will  go  along  with  the 
proposition  of  giving  them  some  money, 
but  until  then  I  do  not  intend  to  vote  for 
a  dime  of  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  McMillan] 
is  recognized. 

Mr.  McMILLAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  first 
want  to  congratulate  my  good  friend  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas], 
and  the  members  of  his  great  committee 
for  agreeing  to  restore  $5  million  to  the 
District  budget.  I  realize  how  the  gen¬ 
tleman  feels,  and  he  realizes  how  I  feel 
about  some  of  the  affairs  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  some  of  the  publicity  we 
have  received  by  the  newspapers  in  the 
city  of  Washington.  But  we  do  have 


some  of  the  finest  people  in  the  United 
States  who  are  paying  taxes  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  and  we  Members  of 
the  House  obligated  ourselves  to  these 
people  by  increasing  the  salaries  of  the 
District  government  employees  by  10  per¬ 
cent.  I  feel  that  we  are  obligated  to 
support  of  the  amendments  that  have 
been  offered  by  Mr.  Rabatjt.  I  assure  you 
that  I  shall  never  come  down  into  the 
well  of  this  House  to  emasculate  a  bill 
that  the  Appropriation  Committee  brings 
to  the  floor  for  consideration  unless  I 
have  a  valid  reason.  We  all  had  a  part  in 
increasing  these  salaries  last  year.  We 
did  this  after  the  District  appropriation 
bill  had  passed  and  we  cannot  neglect  our 
duty  at  this  time  by  failing  to  appropri¬ 
ate  sufficient  money  to  take  care  of  this 
additional  expense  we  placed  on  the  Dis¬ 
trict  government. 

The  District  Committee  did  not  in¬ 
crease  the  salaries  of  18,000  District  civil 
employees.  That  bill  came  from  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice,  my  committee  increased  the  salaries 
of  police,  and  firemen,  and  teachers.  I 
feel  since  we  did  increase  the  salaries  of 
all  these  employees  we  should  take  care 
of  these  additional  expenses  to  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  for  this  fiscal  year  so 
that  they  may  be  in  a  position  to  pay  the 
bill.  I  heartily  support  the  Rabaut 
amendments. 

(Mr.  McMILLAN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

(Mr.  BROYHILL  (at  the  request  of 
Mr.  McMillan)  was  given  permission  to 
extend  his  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Record.) 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  in  hearty  support  of  the  movement 
in  this  distinguished  body  to  restore  the 
$3.4  million  cut  in  the  District  o'f  Co¬ 
lumbia  supplemental  appropriations 
measure. 

Washington  is  a  Federal  city.  It  is 
the  obligation  of  the  Congress  to  stand 
by  its  commitments  made  in  good  faith 
through  various  authorization  bills.  All 
of  us  here  know  that  to  deny  the  District 
funds  for  essential  services  is  neither  in 
the  local  nor  national  interest. 

I  regret  that  through  the  years  there 
has  been  an  increasing  tendency  to  de¬ 
prive  the  Nations  Capital  of  fair  treat¬ 
ment  with  respect  to  the  Government’s 
share  in  keeping  this  city’s  economy 
in  good  health.  I  deplore  this  tendency. 
In  the  present  situation  if  we  support  the 
recommendation  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee  we  say  in  effect  to  the  Dis¬ 
trict  that  we  are  completely  indifferent 
to  its  many  problems;  that  we  do  not 
care  whether  the  local  government  func¬ 
tions  efficiently;  or  whether  the  Nation’s 
Capital  is  given  the  tools  to  reduce  the 
high  crime  rate  existing  here. 

The  District  Commissioners,  the  Po¬ 
lice  and  Fire  Departments,  and  the  many 
other  agencies  involved  in  performing 
good  public  service  are  not  deserving  of 
such  congressional  neglect.  They  do 
splendid  jobs  under  difficult  circum¬ 
stances  and  it  behooves  us  to  make,  in¬ 
sofar  as  possible,  these  jobs  easier. 

Washington  is  the  Capital  of  these 
United  States.  It  is  one  of  the  windows 
through  which  the  world  sees  us.  To 
permit  this  city  to  deteriorate  by  penny- 
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pinching  would  be  a  reflection  on  our 
pride  in  the  metropolis  that  houses  our 
Government  from  the  President  down. 
Unless  we  revise  our  attitude;  unless  we 
stop  regarding  the  District  as  a  step¬ 
sister,  the  day  will  come  when  it  will  be 
bankrupt  and  the  laughing  .stock  of  the 
world.  We  can  begin  this  change  in 
attitude  by  restoring  the  $3.4  million 
deleted  by  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
Jensen]  . 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  bill 
provides  that  the  10  percent  pay  increase 
that  was  voted  in  the  last  session  of  the 
Congress  should  be  fully  or  partly  ab¬ 
sorbed  by  the  different  departments, 
agencies,  and  commissions  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 
This  bill  provides  that  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  shall  absorb  25  percent  of  that 
10  percent,  which  is  only  21/2  percent  of 
the  whole. 

Certainly,  after  this  House  has  just 
voted  a  $5  million  increase  for  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  and  also  in  the  regular 
bill  it  has  raised  the  Federal  contribu¬ 
tion  from  $20  million  to  $25  million,  an 
increase  of  another  $5  million,  there  is  no 
justification  in  raising  these  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  District  of  Columbia  in  the 
bill  by  15  percent,  as  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Rabaut]  would  do. 

How  far  can  we  go,  how  long,  and  how 
much  more  are  we  going  to  contribute  to 
the  District  fund?  The  gentleman  from 
Missouri  stated  the  truth.  Surely  the 
time  has-come  when  we  must  put  into 
practice  some  good  common  business 
sense. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Thomas]  . 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  let  me 
seriously  commend  the  statement  made 
by  my  distinguished  friend  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  Jensen]  and  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Jones]. 

But  do  you  know  what  is  involved  here 
in  all  this  noise?  $3.3  million.  To  hear 
them  talk  you  would  think  the  heavens 
were  going  to  fall  in  tonight. 

The  District  of  Columbia  has  to  obli¬ 
gate  this  year  $178,500,000.  All  that  is 
involved  in  this  whole  show  is  $3,300,000. 

The  amendment  offered  by  my  love¬ 
able  friend  from  Michigan  ought  to  be 
voted  down.  And  here  is  the  reason  why : 
We  gave  them  $5  million  of  your  consti¬ 
tuents’  money  this  afternoon.  We  raised 
everything  to  their  liking,  we  dotted  all 
the  “i’s,”  we  crossed  all  the  “t’s,”  for  the 
Police  Department,  the  Sanitary  Engi¬ 
neering  Department,  the  schoolteachers 
and  the  Fire  Department.  We  took  care 
of  everything  except  the  City  Hall.  Now, 
that  is  the  biggest  part  of  this  amend¬ 
ment. 

It  is  all  for  salaries.  That  is  all.  They 
have  24,000  employees  and  had  only  906 
vacancies  as  on  the  1st  of  January.  We 
restored  it  on  these  four  big  departments. 
Now  my  friend  wants  to  come  along  and 
cut  that  25  percent  down  to  10  percent 
on  the  smaller  departments.  We  have 
taken  care  of  the  big  ones  now.  Other¬ 


wise  they  are  going  to  spend  their  own 
money;  their  own  money.  Let  us  take 
back  that  $2.5  million  you  gave  them 
awhile  ago  if  they  are  going  to  spend 
their  own  money.  And,  they  should  ab¬ 
sorb  a  little  of  it.  They  could  stand  on 
one  foot  and  absorb  what  is  left.  They 
could  do  that  very  easily,  and  they  could 
do  it  with  a  smile.  Of  course,  if  we  do 
that,  they  will  come  back  next  year  and 
say,  “You  gave  us  this  increase,  but  you 
did  not  give  us  any  money.”  They  will 
want  not  $5  million,  not  a  $25  million 
appropriation,  but  they  will  want  the 
entire  $32  million,  and  you  might  be  in 
a  position  where  you  will  have  to  give  it 
to  them. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Actually,  we  are  con¬ 
fused,  because  the  items  in  the  amend¬ 
ments  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  are  not  appropriations  from 
their  funds.  They  are  merely  limita¬ 
tions  on  the  amount  they  can  spend. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  You  are  right.  Gen¬ 
tlemen,  vote  this  amendment  down.  You 
have  done  the  right  and  the  honorable 
thing  by  the  district.  I  ask  for  a  vote 
Mr.  Chairman. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendments  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Rabaut]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Rabaut)  there 
were — yeas  60,  nays  156. 

So  the  amendments  were  rejected. 

Mr.  PRESTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Preston:  After 
line  5,  page  33,  insert: 

“General  provisions :  The  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  is  authorized  to  transfer  not  to  exceed 
$900,000  between  appropriations  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce  available  for  salaries 
and  expenses  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
for  increased  pay  costs  in  the  fiscal  year 
1959.” 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
discussed  this  amendment  with  my  dis¬ 
tinguished  friend  from  Georgia,  who  so 
ably  handled  the  funds  for  the  Com¬ 
merce  Department,  and  I  want  to  com¬ 
mend  him  for  the  amendment.  I  think 
it  makes  good  sense  and  will  save  some 
money,  and  I  think  it  should  be  adopted. 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRESTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  BOW.  If  this  amendment  is 
adopted,  which  authorizes  the  use  of 
$900,000  transfer  for  pay  raises,  will  the 
gentleman  assure  us  that  this  will  not 
come  in  in  a  third  supplemental  bill? 

Mr.  PRESTON.  I  will  give  my  per¬ 
sonal  guarantee  that  my  committee  will 
not  approve  such  a  supplemental  request. 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  the 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  committee,  I  can  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  that  I  would  oppose  it.  But  I 
think  the  committee  should  be  assured 
that  we  are  not  going  to  permit  this  to 
come  in  either  in  a  supplemental  bill 
or  in  the  regular  bill,  but  that  this  is  to 
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be  regarded  as  a  transfer  of  funds  within 
the  appropriation.  Does  the  gentleman 
agree? 

Mr.  PRESTON.  Yes;  that  is  a  very 
accurate  statement.  I  certainly  shall 
take  the  position  that  the  committee 
would  look  with  great  disfavor  and  would 
reject  any  such  request  in  the  form  of 
a  supplemental  or  in  the  form  of  addi¬ 
tional  funds  in  the  bill  for  the  fiscal  year 
1960. 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  on  this  side 
we  have  no  objection  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRESTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Rhode  Island. 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members  who 
desire  to  do  so  may  be  allowed  to  extend 
their  remarks  following  mine  on  the 
amendment  to  the  Defense  Education 
Act  and  prior  to  the  vote. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Preston], 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  TEAGUE  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  offer  two  amendments. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  both  amendments  be  reported 
by  the  Clerk,  that  I  be  permitted  to 
speak  to  both  amendments  at  the  same 
time,  but  that  they  may  be  voted  upon 
separately. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendments  offered  by  Mr.  Teague  of 
Texas:  Page  20,  on  lines  25  and  26,  6tirke 
out  “$43,148,500,”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$47,455,000.” 

Page  21,  lines  5  and  6,  stirke  out  “$6,380,- 
000,”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$6,934,000.” 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

(Mr.  TEAGUE  of  Texas  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks  and  to  include  extraneous  mat-  ■' 
ter  and  certain  tables.) 

Mr.  TEAGUE  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  my  amendment  on  page  20  in¬ 
creases  the  appropriation  for  inpatient 
care  in  Veterans’  Administration  hospi¬ 
tals  by  $4,306,500.  The  VA  budget  re¬ 
quest  was  $47,455,000.  This  bill  pro¬ 
vides  $43,148,500.  I  have  requested  the 
VA  to  advise  the  Veterans’  Affairs  Com¬ 
mittee  how  it  will  meet  the  cut  of 
$4,306,500  in  its  budget  request  for  in¬ 
patient  care  at  VA  hospitals  and  the  VA 
has  made  the  following  statement: 

In  order  to  bring  the  financial  obligations 
of  the  VA  into  line  with  the  funds  being 
made  available,  the  following  action  is  being 
directed  to  all  affected  offices:' 

1.  Freeze  all  employment. 

No  vacancies  that  arise  will  be  filled  unless 
there  will  be  a  showing  of  dire  need  for  the 
position.  This  will  have  the  effect  of  reduc¬ 
ing  the  employment  in  regional  offices,  in¬ 
surance  offices,  hospitals,  and  clinics. 

2.  Defer  equipment  purchases. 

This  will  delay  the  purchase,  installation, 
and  use  of  new  equipment  until  after  the 
beginning  of  the  next  fiscal  year  on  July  1. 
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3.  Defer  maintenance  and  repair  projects 
In  our  hospitals. 

This  action  will  serve  to  delay  the  neces¬ 
sary  normal  maintenance  projects  until  after 
July  1.  Such  action  will  have  the  effect  of 
increasing  the  backlog  of  maintenance  work 
that  needs  to  be  done  in  our  hospitals. 

I  am  particularly  concerned  that  VA 
will  be  required  to  freeze  all  employment. 
The  VA  is  in  a  very  difficult  position 
in  recruiting  professional  personnel  in  its 
medical  program  such  as  doctors  and 
nurses.  A  freeze  of  all  employment  wilt 
bring  to  a  standstill  any  recruitment 
which  is  now  in  progress  for  those  scarce 
categories  of  professional  personnel. 

The  Veterans’  Affairs  Committee  has 
been  making  a  study  of  deferred  mainte¬ 
nance  in  VA  hospitals.  Our  study  shows 
that  the  VA  has  already  accumulated  an 
excessive  amount  of  deferred  mainte¬ 
nance  items  due  to  lack  of  funds  in  pre¬ 
vious  budgets. 

In  October  1958  the  VA  had  accumu¬ 
lated  $11,500,000  in  deferred  mainte¬ 
nance  items  carried  over  from  the  2 
previous  fiscal  years.  The  1959  budget 
does  not  have  funds  to  take  care  of  all 
of  these  deferred  maintenance  items. 
Eight  million,  four  hundred  thousand 
dollars  in  deferred  maintenance  is  being 
carried  into  the  fiscal  year  1960  budget 
with  only  $3,100,000  budgeted  to  take 
care  of  the  deferred  maintenance  which 
is  being  carried  over. 

We  now  find  the  VA  supplemental  re¬ 


quest  for  inpatient  care  being  cut  by 
$4,306,500.  In  order  to  make  up  this 
shortage,  the  VA  will  be  forced  to  issue 
orders  to  defer  additional  maintenance 
to  make  up  for  the  cut  in  the  estimated 
budget.  In  other  words,  as  the  cut 
stands,  more  maintenance  will  be  de¬ 
ferred  and  the  picture  at  the  end  of  fiscal 
year  1959  will  be  that  around  $10  million 
to  $12  million  in  deferred  maintenance 
will  be  accumulated  in  VA  hospitals  with 
only  $3.1  million  budgeted  in  fiscal  year 
1960  to  take  care  of  it. 

The  VA  hospital  and  medical  program 
has  been  experiencing  pressure  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  the  rising  costs  of  medical  care 
for  the  past  several  years.  In  March 
1958  the  managers  of  23  VA  hospitals  in 
7  Western  States  met  and  passed  the  fol¬ 
lowing  resolution  regarding  a  shortage 
of  f unds  in  the  VA  hospital  program : 
Resolution  op  Western  Hospital  Managers, 
March  1958 

The  managers  of  the  23  Veterans’  Admin¬ 
istration  hospitals,  centers,  and  domicUiaries 
located  in  the  7  Western  States  have  met  to 
consider  our  hospital  program  for  the  next  2 
years.  Our  deliberations  have  revealed  a 
simple,  stark  reality.  Current  appropria¬ 
tions  will  not  support  presently  legislated 
benefits  and  accepted  concepts  of  veterans’ 
medical  care.  The  floodtide  of  price  increases 
on  all  fronts  is  recognized  throughout  the 
hospital  field.  Voluntary  hospitals.  State 
hospitals,  and  university  hospitals  have  ex¬ 
perienced  the  effect  of  rising  costs.  With  the 
possible  exception  of  a  few  State  hospitals, 
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the  costs  are  reflected  in  large  rate  in¬ 
creases  and  substantial  appropriations  each 
year.  In  nongovernmental  hospitals  these 
costs  are  passed  on  directly  to  the  patients. 

Our  Veterans’  Administration  hospitals 
have  not  received  funds  over  the  past  several 
years  sufficient  to  keep  abreast  of  these  as¬ 
cending  costs.  We  are  endeavoring  to  main¬ 
tain  a  medical  program  equal  to  that  offered 
in  the  community  on  preinflation  appropria¬ 
tion  levels.  Neither  have  the  managers  funds 
adequate  to  discharge  their  specific  responsi¬ 
bility  in  protecting  the  Government’s  invest¬ 
ment  in  the  physical  plant  and  in  equip¬ 
ment.  We  have  economized  to  the  extent 
that  essential  care  to  our  patients  is  in¬ 
evitably  deteriorating. 

Our  23  hospitals  must  have  a  substantial 
increase  in  fiscal  year  1959  and  a  specific  in¬ 
crease  of  $10  million  for  1960  over  and  above 
the  appropriation  for  1958  in  order  to  retain 
an  acceptable  level  of  medical  care  and  to 
maintain  our  physical  plants.  These  sufns 
do  not  include  whatever  might  come  in  a 
general  pay  raise  for  Federal  employees  or  the 
automatic  wage  boost  for  the  blue-collar 
workers. 

Unless  these  sizable  sums  are  made  avail¬ 
able,  Congress  must  face  these  alternatives: 
( 1 )  Lower  quality  of  medical  care  and  further 
deterioration  of  the  physical  plants;  (2)  re¬ 
duced  beds  with  the  reduction  in  patient 
load — close  selected  hospitals  throughout  the 
country  or  close  whole  sections  of  beds  in 
many  hospitals. 

We  therefore  unanimously  resolve  that  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  and  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  be  apprised  of  this  basic 
issue  and  be  requested  to  take  clear-cut  re¬ 
medial  action. 


Examples  of  deferred  maintenance  which  have  accumulated  at  typical  stations  as  a  result  of  lack  of  funds 


N.P.  stations: 
Battle  Creek. 


Fort  Meade— 


Oulfport. 


Backlog  of 
M.  &  R. 


$193, 309 


727, 752 


350,770 


Recommended  for  fiscal  year  1959 


Extend  F.A.  system . . 

Replace  condens.  ret.  pumps, 

buildings  7  and  13 _ 

Replace  roofs,  buildings  25,  26,  27, 

28 _ _ _ 

Remodel  water  sects.,  buildings 

22  and  24 _ _ _ 

Renew  voc.  ret.  lines,  building  8. 

Total _ _ 


Replace  roofs,  housekeeping  quar¬ 
ters _ _ _ 

Repave  Terry  Rd,  and  install 

gutters  and  street  sewer... . . 

Replace  laundry  equipment _ 

Repair  and  renovate  quarters  Nos. 
land  13 _ 

Total _ 


Replace  grills,  building  62 . 

Plumbing  repairs,  buildings  1,  3, 

4,  5,  41,  57,  and  62.. . 

Repair  roofs,  buildings  1,  3,  4,  5, 

51-56,  64,  65,  and  107 _ _ 

Cond.  tile  floor,  opr/suite _ 

Steam  line  and  radiator  repairs _ 

Replace  gutters  and  flashing, 

buildings  2,  4,  41,  67_. . . 

Rehabilitate  lighting  systems _ 

Replace  hot  water  tank,  building  5. 
Replace  elevator,  building  1 _ 

Total . 


Amount 


$17, 000 

800 

3,925 

66, 912 

12,000 


100,  637 


29,  865 

75,  900 
32,  525 

28, 385 


166, 675 


10,000 

10, 000 

32,000 

6,900 

3,200 

7,800 
5, 490 
2,000 
33,000 


110, 390 


Recommended  for  fiscal  year  1960 


Replace  hot  water  heaters,  build¬ 
ings  6, 10,  and  11 . . 

Replace  hoisting  machine,  build¬ 
ing  39 . . . 

Replace  hot  water  heaters,  build¬ 
ings  1  and  26 _ 

Renew  voc.  ret.  lines,  buildings  8, 

9,  11,  and  12.. _ _ 

Replace  hoisting  machine,  build¬ 
ing  82 _ 


Total. 


Repairs  to  building  95 _ 

Repair  and  renovate  quarters. . . 
Repair  building  44  for  MAT  use.. 
Replace  windows  and  level  floors, 

building  68 _ 

Rebuild  loading  docks . . . 

Replace  partitions,  building  89... 

Repair  valves,  water  system.. _ 

Replace  bulldozer  and  grader _ 

Replace  and  relocate  lawn 

sprinklers _ _ _ 

Improve  roads,  buildings  88,  40, 
and  90 _ 


Total. 


Interior  painting,  buildings  60,  61. 

Resurface  roads. . . . 

Replace  elevator,  building  41 . 

Replace  asphalt  tile,  buildings  3, 
4,  and  57 _ 


Total. 


Amount 


$2,500 
13, 000 
800 
36,000 
14,000 


66,  300 


41,  500 
2,980 
2,280 

13,864 
4,000 
11, 160 
2,  500 
19,100 

17,690 

48,000 


163,  074 


12, 850 
63,000 
30,  000 

14, 680 


120,  530 


Recommended  for  fiscal  year  1961 


Replace  generator  at  fieldhouse _ 

Replace  service  sinks,  buildings  8,  9, 

10,  11,  and  12 _ _ _ 

Asphalt  floor  covering  6  buildings... 
Supply  unit  heaters,  buildings  82, 

83,  and  84 _ 

Install  exit  and  emergency  lights.— 

Total . 


Replace  electric  supply  lines  and 

street  lighting  underground _ 

Remodel  hydro  and  electrotherapy, 

building  56 _ 

Rebuild  paint  spray  booth . . 

Stairway  to  offices,  building  58 . 

Install  vault,  building  46 _ _ 

Renovate  personnel  quarters _ 

Replace  roofs,  wards,  administration 
and  ancillary  buildings  fin  replace¬ 
ment  program) _ _ 

Total . 

Replace  laundry  equipment. . . 

Replace  acoustic  tile,  building  41 _ 

Replace  grills,  building  62 _ 

Repair  storm  water  drainage _ 

Replace  gasoline  storage  tank _ 

Plumbing  repairs,  buildings  1,  3,  4, 

5,  41,  57,  and  62 _ 

Repair  roofs,  buildings  1,  3,  4,  5,  64, 

51-56,  65,  and  107 _ _ _ 

Replace  acoustic  tile,  building  57 _ 

Replace  N.P.  mirrors _ 

Repairs  to  greenhouse _ 

Replace  dressing  sterilizer _ 

Replace  grills  on  porches _ 

Total . 


Amount 


$2,500 

1,300 

5,400 

8, 172 
9,000 


26, 372 


225,  000 

990 
8,570 
1, 18.3 
1,  35Q 
100,  000 


60,910 
398,  003 


1,200 
4,900 
13,  500 
33, 000 
2,600 

24,  750 

11,000 

7.300 
4,  800 
4, 100 
3,400 

9.300 


119,  850 


No.  48- 
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Examples  of  deferred  maintenance  which  have  accumulated  at  typical  stations  as  a  result  of  lack  of  funds — Continued 


N.P.  stations — con. 
Dayton . 


Portland. 


Newington. 


Minneapolis.... 


Los  Angeles*.. 


Backlog  of 
M.  &  R. 


$610, 800 


Recommended  for  fiscal  year  1959 


101, 028 


329, 350 


95, 089 


1, 059, 164 


Road  repairs... . . 1 - 

Repairs  to  storm  sewers _ 

Sidewalk  and  curb  repairs . 

Interior  painting,  building  401-2... 

Paint  water  tower... . — 

Renuit  for  exterior,  library . 

Roof  repair,  buildings  121, 403, 404, 

405 . . . - . - . . 

Rehabilitate  water  sections,  build¬ 
ing  408 - - - 

Total . . 


Interior  and  exterior  painting.. 
Replace  floor  covering _ 


Total. 


Replace  electrical  service . . 

Sheet  metal  facing  cornice,  build¬ 
ing  3__ . - . . 

Tuckpointing-. . . 

Replace  corridor  to  receiving  build¬ 
ing  T-9 _ 

Replace  FA  wiring  building  1,  2 

aud  quarters - 

Widen  1  door  each  ward,  building 
7,  2d  floor - - - 


Total. 


Replace  brick  boiler _ 

Replace  FW  heater,  boiler  plant.. 

Painting  center  buildings - 

Toilet  and  washroom,  boiler  plant 

Vented  hoods,  building  117 . . 

Cross  connection  between  water 
system  and  sewers  to  eliminate 

pollution _ 

Incinerator  for  contamination, 
waste - - 


Modernization  of  elevators. 


Total. 


Amount 


$12, 000 
20, 000 
20,  000 
7,  500 
3,000 
4,500 

14,  000 

21,800 
102,  800 


205,  600 


6,700 
10, 800 


17,  500 


4,620 

900 

4,000 

3,098 

1,065 

2,700 


16,  445 


10, 700 
15,  000 
12,  300 

2.500 

6.500 


30,  000 

6,  500 
14,  500 
121,  000 


218,  000 


Recommended  for  fiscal  year  1960 


Conduct  floor  surg . . . . 

Sinks  for  isolation  wards - 

Interior  paint,  Brown  Hospital _ 

Fluorescent  fixtures,  offices _ 

Radiator  covers _ 

Renovate  chapels _ 

Rehabilitate  water  sections,  build¬ 
ing  408. . . . . 

Total . 


Laundry  roof,  replace _ 

Replace  steam  mains _ 

Replace  steam  and  return  lines.. 
Reroof  buildings  5  and  6 _ 

Total . 


Replace  street  light  cable.. . . 

Replace  plumbing  fixtures _ 

Replace  lock  cylinders. . . 

Replace  floor,  corridors,  buildings 

1,  5,  6,  7 _ _ _ 

Electrical  changes,  quarters  Fort 
Snelling _ 

Total . . . 


’Portion  of  list  forwarded  with 
Dec.  19,  1957,  station  letter. 


Amount 


$6, 800 
2,600 
120, 000 
5,000 
5,  500 
80,  000 

28,  200 


248,  000 


900 
35,  000 
32,000 
2,500 


70,  400 


3,  750 
1,530 
4,400 

2,966 

43,000 


Recommended  for  fiscal  year  1961 


Replace  2  elevators  Brown  Hospital. 

Interior  paint.  Brown  Hospital _ 

Install  cubicle  curtains _ 

Demolish  old  laundry  building . 

New  locks,  nurses  quarters _ 

Bedlamps,  Brown  Hospital _ 

Hot  water  heaters  for  quarters _ 

Renovate  nurses’  stations _ _ 

Replace  3  passenger  elevators . 

Replace  acoustic  ceiling _ 


Total. 


Install  sinks,  buildings  1,  4,  5 . 

Replacement  of  equipment _ 

Install  and  repair  kitchen  equipment 


Total. 


Replace  entrance  doors. 
Drainage,  front  lawn.... 


Total. 


’Portion  of  list  forwarded  with  Dec. 
19,  1957,  station  letter. 


Amount 


$75. 000 
35, 000 
37, 600 
6,000 
3,  000 
6,  500 

2,  500 

3,  000 
82,  500 
10,000 


260,  000 


9,  750 
9,618 
6,160 


25,528 


9,900 
4,  000 


13,900 


476, 332 


Mr.  Chairman,  my  amendment  on 
page  21  of  the  bill,  lines  5  and  6  strikes 
out  $6,380,000  and  inserts  the  figure 
$6,934,000.  The  effect  of  the  amendment 
is  to  restore  to  the  out-patient  funds  of 
VA  $554,000  which  was  cut  from  the 
budget  estimate. 

The  out-patient  program  has  been  ex¬ 
periencing  difficulties  in  the  last  few 
months  as  a  result  of  a  shortage  of  funds. 
However,  this  cut  will  aggrevate  the 
situation.  VA  has  advised  that  to  adjust 
itself  to  this  budget,  it  will  be  necessary 
to  freeze  all  employment  in  the  out-pa¬ 
tient  program;  to  defer  all  purchase  of 
drugs,  appliances,  such  as  artificial 
limbs,  hearing  aids,  and  so  forth,  where 
possible.  In  some  instances,  it  will  be 
necessary  to  cut  back  on  authorized 
schedules  of  treatment  by  fee  doctors. 
The  only  veteran  eligible  for  out-patient 
care  is  the  service-connected  veteran. 
Therefore,  any  cut  in  this  fund  directly 
effects  medical  service  to  the  out-patient 
veteran. 

I  do  not  believe  there  is  a  Member 
of  Congress  here  who  would  wish  to  see 
that. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
these  amendments  and  all  amendments 
to  this  paragraph  close  in  10  minutes,  in¬ 
cluding  5  minutes  to  the  gentlewoman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mrs.  Rogers]  and 
5  minutes  to  the  committee. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentlewoman  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  [Mrs.  Rogers]. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  don’t  believe  a  Member  on 
the  floor  of  this  House  will  vote  against 
these  amendments.  We  have  voted  for 
all  the  other  groups,  and  I  am  sure  you 
will  not  deny  the  money  to  the  veterans, 
the  veterans  who  have  given  more 
than  any  group  for  us  and  the  world. 
I  have  received  messages  from  the  DAV, 
the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  and  the 
American  Legion  protesting  these  cuts. 
As  I  stated  earlier  in  the  debates,  you 
will  lose  human  lives  if  you  do  not  restore 
the  cuts,  if  you  do  not  give  the  veterans 
the  service  to  which  they  are  entitled, 
you  will  make  them  expendable.  Of 
course  I  shall  support  this  amendment 
and  I  hope  the  Senate  will  restore  the 
remainder  of  the  cut. 

Secretary  Higgins,  who  earlier  in  the 
parade  ceremony  was  lauded  in  a  spec¬ 
ial  testimonial  for  his  leadership  in  de¬ 
veloping  and  implementing  an  improved 
materiel  procurement  program  for  the 
armed  services,  made  the  GI  the  subject 
of  his  last  official  tribute. 

You,  the  soldier  in  the  field  are  the  ob¬ 
ject  of  everything  we  do  he  said. 


Everything  we  do  is  designed  to  win 
the  next  war — heaven  forbid  if  it  is  ever 
thrust  upon  up.  You  have  the  best 
eyes  and  ears  of  any  soldiers  on  the  bat¬ 
tlefield  today.  You  have  the  best  equip¬ 
ment  and  the  best  firearms.  But  in  our 
book  you  are  not  expendable  at  any  time. 
You  are  our  champions. 

I  feel  very  sure  that  the  House  will 
restore  this  cut.  We  have  given  to  for¬ 
eign  aid,  the  District,  the  Public  Health 
hospitals — no  cuts  there  at  all — and  the 
Indian  Health  Service. 

I  commend  the  chairman  of  our  com¬ 
mittee  for  his  devotion  to  hospitalization 
for  the  veterans  and  the  entire  member¬ 
ship  of  our  committee  on  Veterans’  Af¬ 
fairs  I  know  is  mutually  interested  in 
the  care  of  the  veterans. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  know 
what  the  temper  of  the  House  is  on  this 
matter,  but  I  want  to  give  you  some  fig¬ 
ures  that  are  well  worth  thinking  over. 

The  cost  of  these  hospitals  is  rising,  as 
you  know.  The  cost  of  everything  else  is 
rising,  so  that  is  quite  understandable. 
But  when  the  number  of  beds  over  a 
4-year  period  does  not  vary  in  bed  occu¬ 
pancy  more  than  400  or  500  a  year,  yet 
the  employment  goes  up  each  year, 
whether  there  is  any  increase  in  bed 
occupancy,  then  it  is  time  to  do  a  little 
thinking;  is  it  not? 


1959 
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Listen  to  these  figures : 

For  1958  you  appropriated  for  in¬ 
patient  care,  that  is,  the  hospitals,  in 
round  figures  $729  million.  You  had 
121,200  beds  during  that  year,  and  you 
had  120,730  employees  taking  care  of 
these  veterans. 

In  1959  that  amount  rose  from  $729 
million  to  $759  million,  and  lo  and  be¬ 
hold,  you  had  a  decrease  of  about  250 
beds  that  year,  yet  you  have  an  increase 
of  about  $30  million  in  appropriations 
and  you  have  an  increase  of  300  em¬ 
ployees. 

For  1960,  that  is  the  year  right  around 
the  corner  here,  the  appropriation  goes 
up  to  $786,700,000,  an  increase  of  over 
$27  million,  yet  the  increase  in  the  num¬ 
ber  of  beds  is  only  about  60.  This  gives 
you  a  total  of  121,014  beds,  yet  you  have 
an  increase  in  personnel  to  123,620,  an 
increase  of  over  2,500. 

You  had  better  think  about  these  fig¬ 
ures.  I  know  the  temper  of  the  House, 
but  I  want  to  point  this  out.  We  have 
no  objection  to  the  amendments  because 
I  know  you  will  restore  these  funds. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  first  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Texas. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

On  page  20,  lines  25  and  26,  strike  out 
"$43,148,500”  and  insert  “$47,455,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  second  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Teague], 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

On  page  21,  lines  5  and  6,  strike  out 
“$6,380,000”  and  insert  “$6,934,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

(Mr.  TEAGUE  of  Texas  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks  ) 

Mr.  TEAGUE  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  all 
Members  may  have  permission  to  extend 
their  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

(Mr.  SIKES  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall 
explain  the  background  for  the  addi¬ 
tional  funds  that  are  included  in  this 
bill  for  the  National  Guard.  I  hope  this 
will  be  useful  to  the  Members.  I  shall 
undertake  to  show  the  essentiality  of 
the  increase  in  funds  for  the  National 
Guard  and  to  show  it  is  the  spirit  and 
the  determination  of  the  Congress  that 
the  guard  not  be  permitted  to  deterio¬ 
rate  in  this  crucial  period. 

There  is  carried  in  the  pending  bill  on 
page  9  an  unbudgeted  item  entitled  “For 
an  additional  amount  of  ‘Army  National 
Guard’  $10,300,000.”  This  is  apart  from 
the  budgeted  item  under  the  same  head- ' 
ing  for  $3,065,000  which  is  made  neces¬ 
sary  by  pay  act  increases  for  the  fiscal 
year  1958.  The  larger  sum  applies  to 
National  Guard  requirements  for  fiscal 
year  1959  and  the  fact  that  it  is  not  a 
budgeted  item  in  no  way  detracts  from 


its  essentiality.  The  necessity  for  this 
amount  came  to  light  late  in  the  fiscal 
year  after  requests  for  supplemental 
funds  already  had  been  submitted  to  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  for  approval  and 
transmittal  to  Congress.  I  refer  you  to 
the  language  contained  in  the  report 
which  accompanies  this  supplemental 
appropriation  bill  on  this  item  and 
which  is  found  on  page  4.  The  commit¬ 
tee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  of 
$3,065,000  for  the  Army  National  Guard 
for  fiscal  year  1958,  and  is  adding  $10,- 
300,000  for  fiscal  year  1959.  The  amount 
added  by  the  committee,  it  is  believed, 
will  permit  the  guard  to  continue  its 
1959  program  as  contemplated  and 
avoid  any  reductions  in  strength,  paid 
drills  and  the  6-month  trainee  program. 
If  there  are  any  reductions  they  should 
be  made  in  maintenance  and  support 
expenses  and  under  no  circumstances 
should  there  be  any  reduction  in  paid 
drills  and  the  6-month  trainee  program. 

Now  may  I  give  you  this  background 
information.  Last  year  the  Administra¬ 
tion  proposed  that  the  National  Guard 
be  cut  in  strength  from  400,000  to  360,- 
000  men.  The  proposal  was  made  des¬ 
pite  the  insistence  of  National  Guard 
leaders  throughout  the  Nation  that  such 
a  cut  would  be  extremely  damaging  to 
morale  and  to  effectiveness.  Congress 
recognizes  the  importance  of  the  guard 
to  the  Nation  and  realizes  that  seven 
guardsmen  can  be  maintained  for  the 
price  of  one  soldier  in  the  regular  serv¬ 
ice.  Consequently,  Congress  voted  to 
make  mandatory  an  average  strength  of 
400,000  for  fiscal  1959  for  the  National 
Guard  and  provided  the  funds  which  it 
was  anticipated  would  be  required  to  in¬ 
sure  an  average  strength  of  400,000.  It 
has  now  developed,  because  of  unfore¬ 
seen  circumstances,  there  is  actually  not 
enough  money  to  do  the  job  which  Con¬ 
gress  specified.  In  addition  to  the  funds 
already  voted,  another  $13.2  million  are 
needed. 

Faced  with  the  choice  of  cutting  back 
in  the  strength  of  the  National  Guard 
and  on  the  training  program  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  we  are  asked  for  additional 
funds.  Secretary  McNeil  addressed  a 
letter  to  the  Honorable  Clarence  Can¬ 
non,  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations.  In  his  letter  he  listed  four 
items  of  expenditure  for  which  addi¬ 
tional  amounts  are  needed  and  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  them.  These  are,  first,  pay  of 
Army  National  Guard  military  personnel 
has  increased  because  of  a  higher  pay 
grade  structure  caused  partly  by  im¬ 
proved  reenlistments  for  an  amount  of 
$8.1  million;  second,  attendance  at  paid 
drills  increased  2.5  percent  creating  an 
additional  cost  of  $2.4  million;  third, 
the  Army  National  Guard  air  defense 
program  was  accelerated  in  conjunction 
with  the  total  air  defense  program,  with 
increased  costs  of  $1.6  million;  and 
fourth,  restatement  of  the  requirement 
for  6 -month  trainees  $1.1  million. 

It  will  be  noted  that  no  operation  and 
maintenance  funds  are  included  here. 
These  are  funds  to  insure  a  satisfactory 
level  of  training  and  to  maintain 
strength  figures.  The  facts  very  simply 
are  that  Congress  has  specified  a 
strength  of  400,000  with  a  training  pro¬ 
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gram  comparable  to  that  of  the  former 
years.  As  a  result,  the  guard  is  at  peak 
efficiency.  If  we  do  not  now  provide  the 
funds  that  are  needed  there  is  no  al¬ 
ternative  but  for  the  Army  to  reduce 
its  training  program.  In  the  main  this 
involves  the  elimination  of  the  last  four 
weekly  drill  periods  together  with  other 
needed  training  exercises.  To  start  to 
cut  back  on  the  training  of  a  first-class 
effective  force  such  as  the  guard  is  to 
invite  reduced  standards  of  efficiency — 
to  start  the  deterioi*ation  of  guard  units 
throughout  the  Nation. 

The  committee  has  recommended  not 
$13.2  million,  but  $10.3  million.  This 
amount  may  not  be  adequate,  but  it 
shows  Congress  means  to  maintain  the 
effectiveness  of  the  guard.  This  money, 
plus  the  language  of  the  report,  demon¬ 
strates  the  insistence  of  the  Congress 
that  there  be  no  letdown  in  the  guard 
program.  I  believe  that  it  also  means 
that  if  it  can  clearly  be  shown  that  more 
funds  are  required  when  this  bill  moves 
to  the  Senate  that  the  House  will  sup¬ 
port  additional  funds. 

I  reiterate  this  crucial  period  is  not  a 
time  to  sanction  the  deterioration  of  the 
National  Guard.  I  consider  that  we  are 
clearly  demonstrating  the  determination 
of  the  Congress  to  maintain  a  first-class 
effective  fighting  force  in  our  National 
Guard. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
have  two  amendments  at  the  Clerk’s 
desk  and  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
they  be  considered  en  bloc. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendments  offered  by  Mr.  Canfield  : 
On  page  28,  line  15,  strike  out  “$3,803,600” 
and  insert  “$3,903,600”. 

On  page  28,  line  23,  strike  out  “$27,595,- 
000”  and  insert  “$29,595,000”. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Jensen]  and 
the  gentleman  on  this  side  of  the  aisle 
have  discussed  these  matters  with  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  New  Jer¬ 
sey.  This  amounts  to  a  compromise. 
It  is  not  exactly  what  the  Treasury 
wanted.  It  is  not  exactly,  what  the  com¬ 
mittee  wanted.  But,  these  people  are  in 
the  business  of  collecting  money  and  do¬ 
ing  other  things  of  service  so  I  think  the 
compromise  is  a  good  one  and  we  are 
delighted  to  accept  the  amendments. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendments  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Canfield]. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
a  preferential  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Gross  moves  that  the  Committee  do 
now  rise  and  report  the  bill  back  to  the 
House  with  the  recommendation  that  the 
enacting  clause  be  stricken. 

(Mr.  GROSS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  take 
this  time  among  other  things  to  ask  a 
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question  or  two.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  if  he  can 
tell  me  how  far  we  are  from  a  $3  billion 
bill?  We  started  out  with  about  $2,400 
million.  How  far  are  we  now  from  a 
$3  billion  bill  since  the  spenders  got  loose 
this  afternoon? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  May  I  explain  to  my 
distinguished  friend  here  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  has  receded  and  given  ground — 
yes,  on  a  good  many  items.  The  amend¬ 
ments  were  to  restore  some  10-percent 
cuts  on  the  salary  increase  itself.  So 
dollarwise  it  does  not  amount  to  very 
much  money.  The  big  amendment  the 
committee  has  adopted  this  afternoon 
was  the  one  adopted  by  the  committee  on 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  for  the  educational  pro¬ 
gram.  That  was  an  increase  of  $50  mil¬ 
lion.  So  my  guess  is  altogether - 

Mr.  GROSS.  About  $500  million, 
would  the  gentleman  say? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Oh,  no,  no. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Well,  in  the  neighbor¬ 
hood  of  a  couple  of  hundred  million  or 
three  hundred  million? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Slightly  under  $200 
million  would  be  my  guess ;  I  understand 
it  restores  $177,880,500. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Well,  that  is  “chicken 
feed”;  is  it  not? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  It  is  a  great  deal  more 
than  I  have. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Of  course,  we  do  not 
have  any  national  debt.  We  do  not  have 
any  worries  about  our  finances — none  at 
all.  I  was  going  to  offer  a  few  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  bill,  but  the  amendments 
I  was  going  to  offer  would  have  cut  only 
a  few  million,  and  with  the  spenders  in 
the  saddle,  I  just  do  not  have  the  heart 
to  offer  them. 

For  instance,  I  would  have  offered  one 
to  stop  that  $3  million-odd  appropria¬ 
tion  for  the  United  Nations  police  force 
on  the  ground  that  we  have  already  put 
$55  million  into  that  deal,  and  the  other 
nations  are  not  paying  their  agreed 
share,  as  the  gentleman  well  knows  from 
testimony  before  his  committee. 

I  would  have  offered  another  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  provision  for  $25,000  for 
an  international  study  of  judicial  pro¬ 
cedures.  That  bill  came  up  on  the  Con¬ 
sent  Calendar  a  year  ago  in  February. 
The  gentleman  from  Colorado  [Mr.  As- 
pinall]  and  I  asked  at  that  time  what 
the  cost  was  gping  to  be  and  we  were  as¬ 
sured  by  a  member  of  the  Judiciary  Com¬ 
mittee  that  it  would  cost  only  $5,000  or 
less.  Yet  the  subcommittee  this  year 
heard  a  request  for  $75,000,  and  the  com¬ 
mittee  is  providing  $25,000  in  this  bill, 
five  times  more  than  they  said  it  was  go¬ 
ing  to  cost  at  the  time  the  bill  was  called 
up  on  the  Consent  Calendar.  In  the  fu¬ 
ture  I  do  not  know  how  well  I  will  be  to  go 
along  with  some  of  the  bills  on  the  Con¬ 
sent  Calendar. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  We  cannot  quibble 
with  anything  the  gentleman  from  Iowa 
has  said;  everything  he  has  said  is  100 
percent  true.  They  came  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  we  consulted  members  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee,  and  it  was  gener¬ 


ally  agreed  that  $25,000  would  be  a  very 
small  sum.  As  a  lawyer,  I  think  you 
are  going  to  get  your  money’s  worth. 

I  cannot  argue  with  the  gentleman 
about  the  Consent  Calendar. 

Mr.  GROSS.  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  spenders  have  kicked  the  door  down 
this  afternoon  with  the  adoption  of 
amendments  calling  for  the  spending  of 
millions  upon  millions,  I  am  not  going 
to  offer  any  amendment  cutting  any¬ 
thing.  My  vote  is  against  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  preferential  motion.. 

The  motion  was  rejected. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Durham:  After 
line  24,  page  13,  add  the  following: 

“office  of  civil  defense  and  mobilization 

“Federal  contributions:  For  an  additional 
amount  for  ‘Federal  contributions’  includ¬ 
ing  financial  contributions  to  the  States 
pursuant  to  section  205  of  the  Federal  Civil 
Defense  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  to  be 
equally  matched  with  State  funds,  $3  mil¬ 
lion  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  ap¬ 
propriation  for  ‘emergency  supplies  and 
equipment,’  fiscal  year  1959.’’ 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  is  recognized. 

(Mr.  DURHAM  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make 
a  point  of  order  against  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  the  amendment 
is  legislation  on  an  appropriation  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina  desire  to  be 
heard  on  the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
is  a  transfer  of  funds,  a  matter  that  I 
understand  appears  all  through  the  bill, 
and  I  was  so  advised  by  the  clerk  of  the 
committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  This  is  a  little 
more  than  that;  it  affects  the  transfer  of 
funds  for  the  fiscal  year  1959  for  this 
new  purpose,  and  as  such  would  consti¬ 
tute  legislation. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  If  that  is  the  Chair’s 
interpretation,  I  concede  the  point  of 
order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  point  of  order 
is  sustained. 

Mr.  ALFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows; 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Alford:  On 
page  23,  line  19,  strike  out  “$2,032,000”  and 
insert  “$1,642,000”. 

(Mr.  ALFORD  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  for  a  consent  re¬ 
quest? 

Mr.  ALFORD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  paragraph  and  all  amendments 
thereto  close  in  10  minutes,  the  last  5 
to  be  reserved  to  the  committee. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  object. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  all  debate  on  the  paragraph  and  all 
amendments  thereto  close  in  10  minutes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ALFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  at  this 
late  hour  I  hesitate  to  belabor  an  issue, 
but  I  submit  to  every  Member  of  this 
distinguished  body  that  as  a  loyal  citizen 
of  a  fine  cultured  community  I  must  as 
a  matter  of  principle  and  in  all  good 
conscience  protest  an  item  that  was 
listed  by  the  Justice  Department  rela¬ 
tive  to  Little  Rock. 

My  amendment  simply  strikes  out 
$390,000  which  was  used  to  finance 
special  Federal  marshals  in  the  second 
invasion  of  Little  Rock.  I  realize  that 
is  a  very  small  amount  when  we  consider 
the  large  amounts  that  we  are  appro¬ 
priating  today.  But  I  call  your  atten¬ 
tion,  and  beg  your  indulgence,  to  page 
774  of  the  hearings  of  the  subcommittee 
and  to  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Andretta, 
where  he  states: 

We  bad  to  buy  special  police  equipment 
and  supplies  to  the  tune  of  $10,100  and  we 
had  a  special  communication  service  set  up 
between  here  and  that  area  such  as  a  special 
telephone  line  and  other  extra  communica¬ 
tion  costs  that  we  ran  up  in  keeping  in  touch 
back  and  forth.  That  cost  $5,200. 

He  gives  all  of  the  items  concerned  in 
the  $390,000.  I  submit  these  items  to 
you:  Personal  services,  temporary  em¬ 
ployment  of,  may  I  say,  U.S.  marshals; 
premium  compensation  for  deputies 
from  other  districts;  total  personal  serv¬ 
ice  $280,800.  Then  there  are  other  con¬ 
tractual  services,  $1,000.  And  listen  to 
this  item,  if  you  please:  Supplies  and 
materials,  and  this  is  from  Mr.  An- 
dretta’s  testimony,  ammunition  mostly 
to  the  tune  of  $10,100  and  equipment  of 
police  type,  $7,700,  taxes  and  assess¬ 
ments,  social  security  taxes,  $5,200,  a 
total  of  $390,000.  May  I  repeat  to  you 
live  ammunition  cost  $10,100  to  be  used 
by  Federal  marshals  against  loyal  pa¬ 
triotic  Americans. 

Now,  to  the  distinguished  Members  of 
this  House,  I  submit  there  were  110 
special  marshals  that,  as  reported  in  the 
subcommittee  hearing,  were  patrolling 
the  streets  of  Little  Rock  at  a  time  when 
the  senior  high  schools  of  that  city  were 
closed. 

I  am  well  acquainted  with  the  U.S. 
marshal  of  that  district.  He  is  a  very 
capable  gentleman  and  has  some  very 
valuable  assistants.  I  submit  to  you  in 
all  sincerity  that  I  cannot  in  good  con¬ 
science  sit  here  and  not  call  attention 
to  this  insult  to  a  wonderful  peace-loving- 
community. 

As  I  stated  before,  I  hesitate  to  bring 
up  the  subject  again,  but  I  must  protest 
this  political  invasion  of  a  sovereign 
State.  The  expenditures  have  already 
been  paid  for  and  they  are  asking  reim¬ 
bursement  of  this  amount.  In  the  com¬ 
mittee  hearing  the  Justice  Department 
asked  for  $500,000  additional  to  be  used 
in  future  political  projects  of  this  type. 

In  the  testimony  they  declared  that 
they  wanted  such  items  as  live  ammuni¬ 
tion,  police  equipment' and  communica- 
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tion  for  any  further  incidents  that  might 
occur.  This  demand  was  refused  by  the 
subcommittee. 

How  long-  must  we  continue  to  have 
this  political  subject  rise  again  and 
again?  During  that  time  this  city  had 
all  of  its  high  schools  closed  and  the 
order  had  already  been  given  by  the 
Governor. 

I  would  like  to  submit  also  detailed 
information  that  is  given  before  the  sub¬ 
committee: 

There  were  110  special  deputies  engaged 
for  the  approximate  period  from  August  15 
through  November  30,  1958.  Due  to  adverse 
local  sentiment,  it  was  necessary  to  employ 
the  services  of  special  deputies  from  the 
adjacent  counties  rather  than  the  immedi¬ 
ate  local  area.  A  general  rate  of  $28  per 
day  was  fixed  for  these  deputies  and  many 
were  on  duty  18  hours  a  day. 

In  addition,  52  regular  deputies  were 
detailed  to  Little  Rock  during  this  period 
from  the  following  districts,  and  I  shall 
list  them  by  States  so  as  not  to  take  up 
so  much  time:  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee,  and  Texas. 

May  I  call  to  your  attention  at  this 
point  the  complete  hearings  before  the 
Appropriations  Subcommittee  relative  to 
Little  Rock: 

Request  in  Connection  With  Marshals  at 
Little  Rock 

Mr.  Rooney.  Tell  us  about  this  $900,000  re¬ 
quest  in  connection  with  marshals  at  Little 
Rock.  How  much  was  actually  expended? 
How  many  marshals  for  how  long  and  so 
forth? 

Mr.  Andretta.  Mr.  Chairman,  when  this 
estimate  was  put  in  the  budget  it  was  put  in 
for  $1  million  back  in  the  fall  when  things 
were  really  hot.  We  thought  later  that  we 
were  going  to  need  $900,000  in  anticipation 
of  any  trouble  in  connection  with  the  school 
segregation  cases.  We  recruited  a  corps  of 
deputy  marshals  and  had  to  bring  them  in 
there  with  others  already  on  the  rolls,  and 
to  pay  their  travel  expenses,  overtime,  and 
premium  pay.  The  result  was  that  in  mar¬ 
shaling  this  specific  task  force  we  authorized 
obligations  of  some  $390,000. 

Mr.  Rooney.  You  want  to  change  this  re¬ 
quested  amount  from  $900,000  to  $390,000? 

Mr.  Andretta.  No,  sir;  that  threw  us  be¬ 
hind  in  some  of  our  regular  operations  and 
also  the  fact  that  we  are  running  over  on 
some  of  our  litigation  expenses  in  the  U.S. 
attorneys  offices. 

Mr.  Rooney,  you  know  that  we  always 
come  back  for  litigation  costs  on  the  U.S. 
attorneys  appropriation. 

Mr.  Rooney.  I  understand  that,  but  did 
you  not  get  this  request  for  $900,000  ap¬ 
proved  in  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  the 
basis  that  it  was  to  meet  extraordinary  sit¬ 
uations  arising  in  certain  districts  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  the  Supreme  Court  decision  on 
school  integration? 

Mr.  Andretta.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Rooney.  How  do  you  now  justify  any 
more  than  $390,000? 

Mr.  Andretta.  Except  this:  It  will  save 
our  coming  back  for  another  supplemental 
appropriation. 

Mr.  Rooney.  You  are  the  best  man  on 
supplementals  I  know  of. 

Tell  us  about  the  $390,000.  What  are  the 
details  with  regard  thereto? 

Mr.  Andretta.  The  details  are  $156,000  for 
personal  services.  That  is - 

Mr.  Rooney.  How  many  people? 

Mr.  Andretta.  For  “Personal  services”; 
that  is  $280,800  for  special  deputy  marshals. 

Mr.  Thomas.  How  many  are  you  asking 
for? 


Mr.  Andretta.  A  total  of  110  special  dep¬ 
uty  marshals  were  employed. 

Mr.  Rooney.  For  how  long  and  how 
much? 

Mr.  Andretta.  They  were  on  per  diem  pay, 
so  the  rate - 

Mr.  Rooney.  Could  you  break  that  down? 
Is  this  a  buckshot  approach  or  can  you 
break  down  this  $390,000? 

Mr.  Andretta.  Yes,  sir. 

As  I  say,  $280,800  is  for  personal  services 
which  were - 

Mr.  Rooney.  I  am  talking  about  a  little 
further  breakdown  than  that,  Mr.  Andretta. 

Mr.  Brown.  Mr.  Chairman,  they  were  ap¬ 
pointed  generally  for  a  period  of  3  months 
and  the  actual  period  of  service  varied  with¬ 
in  that  3-month  period.  We  can  give  you 
a  breakdown  of  that. 

Mr.  Rooney.  What  else  besides  that? 

Mr.  Andretta.  $80,000  for  travel  expenses. 

Mr.  Rooney.  Where  do  you  hire  these 
people? 

Mr.  Andretta.  They  were  hired  in  neigh¬ 
boring  areas  and  some  very  few  locally. 
They  were  taken  on  by  the  marshals  in  adja¬ 
cent  districts  but  not  in  that  particular 
area.  Then  others  were  brought  in - 

Mr.  Rooney.  They  are  all  off  the  payroll 
now? 

Mr.  Andretta.  Ye?,  sir;  they  are  all  off 
now. 

Mr.  Rooney.  What  else? 

Mr.  Andretta.  We  had  to  buy  special  po¬ 
lice  equipment  and  supplies  to  the  tune  of 
$10,100  and  we  had  a  special  communica¬ 
tion  service  set  up  between  here  and  that 
area  such  as  a  special  telephone  line  and 
other  extra  communication  costs  that  we 
ran  up  in  keeping  in  touch  back  and  forth. 
That  cost  $5,200. 

We  had  some  special  contractual  service; 
that  is,  for  fees  and  things  like  that,  $1,000. 

Then  we  had  the  purchase  of  ammunition 
and  other  equipment,  $7,700,  and  $5,200  in 
contributions  on  social  security  payments, 
which  adds  up  to  $400,000. 

Mr.  Rooney.  $400,000?  You  gave  me 
$390,000  before. 

Mr.  Andretta.  Yes,  $390,000. 

Mr.  Rooney.  Which  is  it? 

Mr.  Andretta.  It  is  $390,000,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man. 

Mr.  Rooney.  Will  you  please  insert  at  this 
point  in  the  record,  if  you  hope  to  get  this 
money,  some  real  details  as  to  the  number  of 
people,  for  how  long,  how  many  days,  what 
dates,  and  where  they  came  from,  and  so 
forth? 

Mr.  Andretta.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Rooney.  And  the  rate  of  pay? 

Mr.  Andretta.  Yes,  sir. 

(The  information  follows:) 

“detailed  information  concerning  the 

SCHOOL  INTEGRATION  PROGRAM 

"There  were  110  special  deputies  engaged 
for  the  approximate  period  from  August  15 
through  November  30,  1958.  Due  to  adverse 
local  sentiment,  it  was  necessary  to  employ 
the  services  of  special  deputies  from  the 
adjacent  counties  rather  than  the  immedi¬ 
ate  local  area.  A  general  rate  of  $28  per  day 
was  fixed  for  these  deputies,  and  many  were 
on  duty  18  hours  a  day. 

“In  addition,  52  regular  deputies  were  de¬ 
tailed  to  Little  Rock  during  this  period  from 
the  following  districts: 

“Alabama:  Northern,  middle,  southern. 

“Arkansas:  Eastern. 

“Colorado. 

“Georgia:  Northern,  middle,  southern. 

“Illinois:  Southern. 

“Indiana:  Southern. 

“Kansas. 

“Kentucky:  Western. 

“Louisiana:  Eastern,  western. 

“Mississippi :  Northern. 

“Missouri:  Eastern,  western. 

“Oklahoma:  Northern,  western. 

“Tennessee:  Eastern,  middle,  western. 

“Texas :  Northern,  eastern,  southern,  west¬ 
ern.” 
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“ Detail  of  obligations  authorized 

“OBJECT  CLASSIFICATION  AND  AMOUNT 

“01  Personal  services: 

Temporary  employment-  $265,  200 
Premium  compensation 
for  deputies  from 


other  districts _  15,  600 


Total  personal  serv¬ 
ices -  280, 000 

02  Travel _  80,  000 

04  Communication  services _  5,  200 

07  Other  contractual  services _  1,  000 

08  Supplies  and  materials  (am¬ 
munition  mostly) _  10,100 

09  Equipment  (police-type) _  7,700 

15  Taxes  and  assessments  (so¬ 
cial  security  taxes) _  5,  200 


Total _  390,  000” 


Mr.  Rooney.  Are  there  any  questions  with 
regard  to  the  item,  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
U.S.  attorneys  and  marshals”? 

Mr.  Thomas.  No  questions. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  submit  to  you  in  all 
sincerity  that  we  are  crying  out  only  for 
simple  justice,  and  maintenance  of 
States  rights  and  constitutional  govern¬ 
ment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Rooney]  to  close  debate. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  was  asked 
to  approve  $900,000  in  this  category. 
United  States  attorneys  and  marshals. 
The  committee  saw  fit  to  deny  all  sums 
beyond  the  amounts  actually  expended 
in  connection  with  the  unfortunate  Lit¬ 
tle  Rock  situation.  It  was  necessary, 
said  the  Attorney  General  and  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice,  to  send  to  Little 
Rock  110  special  deputies  during  the 
period  from  August  15  to  November  30, 
1958.  In  addition,  52  regular  deputies 
were  detailed  to  Little  Rock  from  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Georgia,  and  quite  a 
number  of  other  States.  Now,  this  is  the 
bill  for  their  services.  These  services 
have  already  been  performed.  Of  the 
$390,000  which  the  pending  amendment 
seeks  to  deny,  $280,000  is  for  the  pay  of 
these  162  deputy  marshals.  $80,000  is 
for  their  travel.  $5,200  is  for  their  tele¬ 
phone  and  communication  services. 
$1,000  is  for  other  contractual  services. 
$10,100  is  for  supplies  and  materials, 
ammunition  mostly.  Equipment,  police 
type,  $7,700,  and  social  security  taxes 
$5,200. 

Now,  the  Little  Rock  situation  un¬ 
fortunately  arose  and  the  dignity  of  the 
United  States  of  America  was  and  is 
involved.  It  became  incumbent  upon 
the  Attorney  General  to  send  these  dep¬ 
uties  in  place  of  troops  to  this  city  to 
enforce  the  Federal  law  and  to  keep  the 
peace,  and  we  are  now  confronted  with 
the  bill  for  their  cost.  Are  we  going  to 
default  on  paying  this  bill,  this  bill  to 
keep  law  and  order  in  the  United  States 
of  America?  Well,  I  do  not  think  that 
day  has  yet  arrived. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  for  an  immediate 
vote  on  the  pending  amendment,  and  I 
trust  that  it  will  be  overwhelmingly 
voted  down. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Alford], 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Fulton) 
there  were — ayes  43,  noes  153. 
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So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
offer  a  committee  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Thomas:  On  page  50,  line  24,  strike  out 
*•$203,220,000”  and  insert  ‘‘$221,220,000”. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  let  me 
briefly  explain  this  amendment.  This 
is  another  one  of  these  pay  cuts,  in  this 
case  in  the  Post  Office  Department. 
There  was  involved  here  a  reduction  of 
about  $22.5  million  that  the  committee 
placed  upon  the  Post  Office  Department 
out  of  a  total  bill  of  around  $226  mil¬ 
lion. 

The  Post  Office  Department  has  writ¬ 
ten  the  committee,  and  we  have  talked 
with  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Gary]  and  the  ranking  minority  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  subcommittee  that  handles 
this  matter.  They  say  that  they  can 
take  about  $4.5  million  of  the  $22.5  mil¬ 
lion  cut.  The  purpose  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  to  increase  the  amount  by  that 
difference,  or  $18  million. 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  GARY.  It  is  true  that  the  Post 
Office  Department  has  already  absorbed 
about  14  percent  of  the  cut. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  They  have  done  per¬ 
haps  a  better  job  than  any  other  agen¬ 
cy  in  the  Government. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas], 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  CANFIELD :  On 
page  51,  line  20,  strike  out  ‘‘$260,550”  and 
Insert  ‘‘$280,550”. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  may 
I  say  to  the  Chairman  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  and  the  Members  of  the  House 
that  the  purpose  of  this  is  to  make  a 
partial  restoration  of  the  evidence  fund 
for  the  Bureau  of  Narcotics. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  ac¬ 
cept  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Canfield]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  THOMSON  of  Wyoming.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

(Mr.  THOMSON  of  Wyoming  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  THOMSON  of  Wyoming.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  think  that  it  is  most  regret¬ 
ful  that  the  chairman  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  accepted  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Rhode  Island  to  restore 
the  $50,300,000  request  to  expand  the 
seven  programs  under  the  Defense  Edu¬ 
cation  Act  of  1958,  other  than  the  stu¬ 
dent  loan  fund,  which  was  already  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  the  bill. 

I  think  the  committee  was  absolutely 
right  when  it  said  in  the  committee  re¬ 
port,  at  page  7 : 

Congress  should  proceed  with  due  delib¬ 
eration  before  embarking  on  large-scale  sup¬ 
port  of  programs  such  as  grants  for  statisti¬ 


cal  studies,  testing,  and  classroom  facilities. 
The  matter  will  be  thoroughly  developed  dur¬ 
ing  the  hearings  on  the  $150  million  budget 
estimate  for  1960. 

As  a  minimum,  each  of  these  widely 
diversified  programs  should  have  been 
made  to  stand  on  its  own  merit. 

At  this  late  hour,  I  do  not  intend  to 
take  a  great  deal  of  the  time  of  the 
House.  I  merely  ask  each  Member  to 
study  the  hearings,  as  I  have,  to  deter¬ 
mine  what  this  means  as  far  as  education 
is  concerned  in  his  particular  district. 
The  amount,  you  will  find,  is  negligible. 
What  this  does  is  to  add  to  bureaucracy 
and  Federal  domination. 

I  refer  you  to  page  553  of  the  hearings. 
The  testimony  there  appearing  shows 
that  exclusive  of  personnel  to  administer 
the  Defense  Education  Act,  which  of 
course  is  a  complete  misnomer  in  that  it 
has  nothing  to  do  with  defense,  is  653 
employees  in  the  Office  of  Education. 
The  number  added  for  administration  of 
the  act  totals  353,  over  a  50  percent 
increase. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  session  of  the 
Wyoming  State  Legislature  just  recently 
adjourned,  there  were  provided  teacher¬ 
training  scholarships  in  addition  to  those 
already  authorized.  There  was  added 
to  the  State  contribution  to  the  school 
foundation  program  an  amount  of  be¬ 
tween  $1  million  and  $2  million,  as  com¬ 
pared  to  the  $150,0C0  for  grants  provided 
in  this  bill.  The  State  set  up  a  student 
loan  plan  for  higher  education,  whereby 
the  State  guarantees  loans  obtained 
through  banks,  which  is  far  more  ade¬ 
quate  than  the  $48,938  provided  in  this 
bill  and  in  the  regular  appropriation  for 
the  State  of  Wyoming,  which  is  an  aver¬ 
age  sized  congressional  district. 

At  the  same  time,  a  request  was  made 
for  legislation  authorizing  the  accept¬ 
ance  of  Federal  grants  under  the  De¬ 
fense  Education  Act.  That  bill  was 
passed,  with  a  most  significant  amend¬ 
ment.  The  State  department  of  educa¬ 
tion  may  accept  such  funds  only  when 
the  Federal  budget  is  in  balance. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  regretful  that  the 
Congress  does  not  show  the  fiscal  re¬ 
sponsibility  that  this  amendment  to 
house  enrolled  act  No.  31,  signed  into 
law  by  the  Governor  of  the  State  of 
Wyoming  on  February  9,  1959,  which  I 
have  before  me,  suggests.  Unless  the 
Congress,  in  the  years  ahead,  measures 
up  to  that  responsibility,  this  country 
cannot  survive. 

Mr.  McGOVERN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  McGovern: 
Page  31,  line  19,  strike  out  ‘‘$186,755”  and 
insert  “$112,053”. 

Mr.  McGOVERN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  can 
explain  this  amendment  in  just  about  1 
minute.  About  a  month  ago  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  announced  that  he 
was  dropping  the  support  price  on  feed 
grains  to  60  percent  of  parity.  What  I 
am  attempting  to  do  in  this  amendment 
is  to  keep  the  Secretary’s  office  opera¬ 
tion  consistent  with  what  he  has  pro¬ 
posed  for  the  farm  people,  and  to  reduce 
the  salaries  and  expenses  of  his  office 
to  60  percent  of  parity,  which  is 
$112,053. 


Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  paragraph  and  all  amendments 
thereto  close  in  2  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  is  really  serious  about  this 
amendment,  we  will  accept  it  and  take 
it  to  the  conference,  with  the  right  of 
throwing  it  out  the  window  if  it  does  not 
look  right  to  the  conferees. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  yield  to  the  minority 
leader. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  we 
have  gone  along  here  very  well  today  on 
a  great  many  things  that  have  really 
been  important.  I  think  the  House  of 
Representatives  has  made  something  of 
a  record  for  itself.  I  just  want  to  say 
at  this  juncture  to  some  of  those  who 
are  running  this  Congress,  if  they  do  not 
like  the  agriculture  program  that  we 
have,  they  had  better  start  doing  some¬ 
thing  about  it,  because  they  cannot  just 
get  by  sniping  and  criticizing  somebody 
who  is  trying  to  administer  the  program. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  McGovern]. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

(Mr.  HOLIFIELD  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Durham]  rose  a  few  minutes  ago  and 
offered  an  amendment  Which  was  ruled 
out  of  order.  The  amendment  was  to 
allow  the  Federal  Civil  Defense  Agency 
to  transfer  $3  million  from  money  which 
they  have,  authorized  for  one  purpose, 
and  use  it  for  grants-in-aid  in  the  States 
in  the  perfecting  of  the  Federal  civil  de¬ 
fense  organization. 

May  I  say  I  think  the  amendment  was 
out  of  order.  It  was  not  properly  drawn. 
I  conferred  with  the  clerk  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  felt  the  amendment  was 
properly  drawn,  but  I  find  out  there  was 
a  mistake.  But  I  want  to  comment  on 
the  substance  of  what  the  committee  has 
done.  Last  year  we  passed  a  bill.  Public 
Law  85-606,  which  gave  joint  respon¬ 
sibility  to  the  Federal  Government  and 
the  State  government  for  the  building 
of  a  civil  defense  system  in  the  United 
States.  In  that  bill  there  was  a  provi¬ 
sion  that  50  percent  grants  could  be 
made  to  the  States  and  local  subdivi¬ 
sions  for  administrative  purposes  to  build 
up  this  organization  in  the  United  States. 
By  the  denial  of  this  grant  the  Congress 
has  gone  back  upon  the  legislation  it 
passed  last  year  and,  in  my  opinion,  has 
broken  faith  with  the  States.  Many 
States  have  passed  legislation  providing 
funds  to  build  a  Federal  civil  defense  and 
a  disaster  organization.  Denial  of  this 
$3  million  goes  right  to  the  functioning 
of  your  local  State  agencies  and  your  city 
agencies  in  the  field  of  disaster  organiza¬ 
tions. 
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I  do  not  know  at  this  time  how  this 
money  could  be  provided,  but  I  do  feel 
that  we  are  making  a  mistake  in  not 
recognizing  that  there  is  a  problem  of 
civil  defense  in  this  Nation,  and  some¬ 
thing  should  be  done  about  it. 

I  will  not  take  any  more  of  the  com¬ 
mittee’s  time  because  I  recognize  the 
temper  of  the  House,  but  I  could  not  let 
this  go  by  without  calling  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  what  I  think  is  a 
grievous  mistake. 

Mr.  MORRIS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  MORRIS  of  Oklahoma.  I  want 
to  associate  myself  with  the  remarks  of 
the  gentleman.  I  agree  with  him  fully 
in  what  he  has  said. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
supplemental  appropriations  bill,  H.R. 
5916,  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations,  has  omitted  one  small  item 
which  could  have  great  consequences  on 
the  fate  of  our  Nation.  I  refer  specifi¬ 
cally  to  the  President’s  request  for  au¬ 
thority  to  transfer  $3  million  in  civil 
defense  funds  from  one  account  to  an¬ 
other. 

During  the  past  session.  Congress  en¬ 
acted  legislation  authorizing  the  Federal 
Government  to  provide  matching  funds 
for  civil  defense  administrative  and  per¬ 
sonnel  expenses  of  the  States  and  locali¬ 
ties.  As  I  recall,  the  President’s  request 
for  supplemental  funds  to  start  that  pro¬ 
gram  was  rejected  late  last  summer  with 
the  specific  provision  that  the  executive 
branch  resubmit  the  item  in  a  deficiency 
appropriation  request  after  the  Congress 
returned  in  January.  This  request  was 
resubmitted  but  the  Appropriations 
Committee  apparently  has  not  seen  fit 
to  include  a  provision  for  this  item  in 
the  bill  under  consideration  today. 

I  think  it  is  important  to  note  in  this 
connection  that  the  administration  is 
not  asking  for  the  appropriation  of  new 
money.  The  request  is  for  authority  to 
transfer  $3  million  of  unexpended  funds 
from  one  account  to  another.  From  a 
balance  of  $4.5  million  in  the  civil  de¬ 
fense  equipment  and  supplies  account, 
$3  million  would  be  transfei'red  for  use 
in  matching,  on  a  50-50  basis,  State  and 
local  funds  for  administrative  and  per¬ 
sonnel  expenses. 

The  stack  of  hearings  and  reports  on 
this  table  represents  more  than  3  years 
of  study  and  investigation  of  civil  de¬ 
fense  matters  by  the  Government  Opera¬ 
tions  Subcommittee  on  Military  Opera¬ 
tions,  of  which  I  am  chairman.  In  this 
time  we  have  compiled  9  volumes  of 
hearings,  comprising  4,000  printed  pages 
of  expert  testimony.  We  have  issued 
four  carefully  documented  committee 
reports. 

More  than  250  expert  witnesses,  in¬ 
cluding  the  chairman  and  members  of 
the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  have  assisted 
us  in  our  appraisal  of  national  civil  de¬ 
fense  requirements. 

As  a  consequence  of  our  study,  the 
Military  Operations  Subcommittee  in  its 
basic  civil  defense  report — House  Report 
No.  2946,  84th  Congress — set  forth  a 
series  of  recommendations  designed  to 
strengthen  the  Federal  civil  defense  ef¬ 


fort  in  keeping  with  the  constitutional 
responsibility  of  the  Federal  Government 
to  provide  for  the  national  defense. 
These  recommendations  were  subse¬ 
quently  incorporated  in  proposed  legis¬ 
lation — H.R.  2125,  85th  Congress — 
which  was  introduced  in  the  House  by 
every  member  of  the  subcommittee. 

One  of  the  provisions  of  that  proposed 
legislation  would  have  authorized  the 
Federal  Government  to  provide  match¬ 
ing  funds  for  civil  defense  administra¬ 
tive  and  personnel  expenses  of  the 
States  and  localities.  While  our  compre¬ 
hensive  legislation  was  never  acted  upon, 
the  Congress  did  adopt  this  particular 
provision  in  the  civil  defense  amend¬ 
ments  of  1958 — Public  Law  85-606 — 
which  were  introduced  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Durham].  Those  amendments 
were  approved  by  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  and  enacted  into  law  during 
the  past  session  of  Congress. 

In  refusing  to  authorize  a  simple 
transfer  of  $3  million  to  carry  out  this 
particular  provision  of  law,  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  is  in  effect  nulli¬ 
fying  the  findings  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  as  well  as  those  of  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Operations  Subcommittee. 

I  may  also  note  that  the  purposes  for 
which  this  transfer  of  funds  is  requested 
have  been  strongly  endorsed  or  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  various  survey  and  study 
groups  considering  civil  defense  prob¬ 
lems  in  recent  years.  These  include  the 
Kestnbaum  Commission  on  Intergov¬ 
ernmental  Relations,  the  project  East 
River  Group,  the  National  Planning 
Association  and  the  Sarnoff  Study 
Group. 

In  addition  the  civil  defense  com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Governors’  conference, 
the  American  Municipal  Associations’ 
Civil  Defense  Committee,  as  well  as  the 
National  Association  of  County  Officials, 
the  American  Legion  and  the  AFL-CIO 
have  all  recommended  this  program. 

The  Appropriations  Committee  report 
accompanying  the  measure  now  under 
consideration  is,  by  implication,  very 
critical  of  the  Office  of  Civil  and  Defense 
Mobilization.  It  indicated  that  the 
funds  under  consideration  would  be 
wastefully  expended  with  no  concrete 
benefits  to  the  national  security. 

Let  me  say  that  as  a  Member  of  Con¬ 
gress,  I  have  been  an  outspoken  critic  of 
the  civil  defense  operations  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government.  On  more  than  one 
occasion  I  have  raised  objections  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  FCDA,  and  its  suc¬ 
cessor,  the  OCDM,  have  carried  out 
civil  defense  functions  at  the  Federal 
level  and  I  shall  probably  have  many 
more  critical  things  to  say  about  the 
OCDM  in  the  future. 

The  point  at  issue  today,  howevei*,  goes 
to  the  question  of  whether  we  shall  have 
any  civil  defense  program  in  our  Nation. 
While  I  believe  that  a  vastly  expanded 
Federal  program  is  required  before  we 
can  expect  to  have  an  effective  national 
civil  defense,  I  recognize  that  any  pro¬ 
gram  must  rest  ultimately  upon  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  our  Nation  and  their  instrumen¬ 
talities  of  government  at  all  levels,  in¬ 
cluding  the  State  and  local. 
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The  States  and  localities  are  willing  to 
do  their  part,  provided  Federal  leader¬ 
ship  and  assistance  are  forthcoming.  To 
date,  the  States  have  matched  Federal 
funds  amounting  to  $131  million  for 
equipment,  training,  and  other  items  in 
the  matching  program.  Altogether  the 
States  have  budgeted  approximately  $24 
million  for  this  program  for  the  coming 
fiscal  year. 

I  have  been  advised  by  various  State 
and  local  officials  that  unless  increased 
Federal  assistance  is  forthcoming,  we  are 
in  danger  of  losing  the  benefit  of  all  the 
civil  defense  work  accomplished  to  date. 
I  am  told  that  failure  to  provide  such 
assistance  will  cause  us  to  lose  the  nu¬ 
cleus  of  civil  defense  personnel  now  re¬ 
siding  at  the  State  and  local  levels. 

While  many  of  us  agree  that  our  civil 
defense  program  is  not  what  it  ought 
to  be,  I  am  firmly  convinced  that  we  can¬ 
not  afford  to  lose  whatever  capability  we 
now  have.  With  the  Berlin  crisis  sim¬ 
mering,  with  the  Communists  on  the 
march  from  Iraq  to  Bolivia,  with  trouble 
even  in  the  remote  land  of  Tibet,  and 
with  our  missile  development  program 
and  our  overall  Defense  Establishment 
not  only  gaping,  but  sagging,  the  Con¬ 
gress  should  not  stand  idle  while  our 
civil  defense  program  is  being  dis¬ 
mantled. 

The  Appropriations  Committee  report 
would  make  it  appear  as  though  the 
civil  defense  transfer  authority  requested 
by  the  administration  would  embark 
this  Nation  on  an  entirely  new 
program — something  new  in  the  Ameri¬ 
can  scheme  of  things.  In  fact,  there 
are  many  precedents  for  the  type  of  as¬ 
sistance  contemplated  in  this  request. 
Federal  grants  have  long  been  used  by 
the  States  to  administer  a  number  of 
health,  education,  and  welfare  pro¬ 
grams,  such  as  public  assistance,  voca¬ 
tional  rehabilitation  and  education,  and 
hospital  construction.  Federal  funds 
have  been  used  to  administer  the  State 
employment  offices.  Federal  funds  have 
supported  the  National  Guard.  Federal 
grants  for  administrative  and  personnel 
costs  have  made  possible  the  successful 
operation  of  various  agriculture  and  for¬ 
estry  programs. 

Time  does  not  permit  a  comprehensive 
discussion  of  the  many  civil  defense 
tasks  facing  our  Nation.  I  intend  to  re¬ 
quest  a  special  order  for  an  address  of 
considerable  length  at  a  later  date,  but 
at  the  present  time  I  should  like  to  call 
attention  to  certain  evidence  of  increased 
Soviet  concern  with  civil  defense  mat¬ 
ters. 

I  have  here  a  detailed  study  of  Soviet 
civil  defense  compiled  by  the  Library 
of  Congress.  It  was  completed  only  last 
week  and  includes  the  latest  information 
available  in  Russian  publications  and 
other  sources. 

According  to  the  evidence  collected  in 
this  study,  the  Soviet  Union  last  year 
revised  its  civil  defense  plans  to  bring 
its  program  up  to  the  requirements  of 
thermonuclear  warfare.  The  indication 
is  that  large  segments  of  the  Soviet 
population  are  being  indoctrinated  in 
techniques  of  survival  and  rehabilitation. 

In  the  face  of  this  evidence,  and  lack¬ 
ing  any  clear  understanding  of  Soviet 
intentions,  it  is  my  firm  belief  that  we 
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in  the  United  States  should  be  attempt¬ 
ing  to  build  a  civil  defense  program  in¬ 
stead  of  stifling  it  in  its  infancy. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  requisite  number  of 
words. 

(Mr.  GROSS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  last  week 
we  had  a  bill  before  the  House  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  airport  construction,  and  we 
heard  at  that  time  from  one  of  our  lead¬ 
ers  that  the  vote  to  save  $97  million 
would  separate  the  boys  from  the  men. 
Today  we  had  a  vote  on  spending  an 
additional  $100  million  on  foreign  coun¬ 
tries.  I  wonder  who  got  separated  to¬ 
day?  I  simply  want  the  Record  to 
show,  if  we  are  not  going  to  have  a  roll- 
call  vote  on  this  bill,  that  I  am  abso¬ 
lutely  opposed  to  it. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Montana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  concur  fully  in  the  state¬ 
ments  made  in  behalf  of  the  Veterans’ 
Administration’s  need  for  supplemental 
funds.  I  hope  we  will  give  a  full  and 
resounding  vote  of  affirmation  to  the 
amendment  to  restore  fully  these  criti¬ 
cally  needed  funds,  and  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  reduction  of  $6,118,500  not  be 
made.  As  a  combat  veteran  of  World 
War  II  myself,  I  support  our  veterans’ 
groups  views  that  all  these  funds  are 
needed  to  assure  effective  operation  of 
our  VA  facilities  through  1959.  These 
situations  always  occur  when  unforeseen 
costs  arise,  such  as  the  pay  raise  enacted 
following  the  initial  budgetary  request 
for  these  VA  functions.  I  should  be  ter¬ 
ribly  distressed,  and  I  believe  all  think¬ 
ing  Americans  would  be  distressed, 
should  VA  hospitals  have  to  close  down  a 
part  of  their  bed  capacity  for  qualified 
patients  in  the  final  3  months  of  1959.  I 
especially  urge  full  appropriations  be 
made  for  general  operating  expense,  in¬ 
patient  care  and  outpatient  care  to  serv-. 
ice-connected  patients  throughout  1959 
in  the  VA  program. 

Mrs.  DWYER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
greatly  disturbed  at  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  made  by  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  in  its  report  on  the  second  sup¬ 
plemental  appropriations  bill  for  fiscal 
year  1959.  In  several  respects,  the  bill 
as  reported  fails  dismally  to  provide  for 
absolutely  essential  Government  respon¬ 
sibilities.  I  am  especially  concerned  at 
the  failure  to  provide  funds  for  all  but 
one  of  the  programs  implementing  the 
National  Defense  Education  Act  of  last 
year. 

We  have  heard  a  great  deal  lately 
about  the  need  to  economize  in  Federal 
spending.  This  is  a  very  real  need;  I 
recognize  it;  and  wherever  possible  I 
have  supported  and  shall  continue  to 
support  efforts  to  economize  with  the 
people’s  money. 

But  there  is  such  a  thing  as  false 
economy.  For  instance,  it  is  impossible 
to  administer  a  program  with  efficiency 
and  economy  when  its  budget  is  sub¬ 
jected  to  fits  and  starts,  to  plenty  of 
money  in  one  quarter  and  not  enough  in 
the  next.  Any  program  requires  conti¬ 
nuity  of  personnel  and  consistency  of 
effort.  Neither  is  possible  when  a  pro¬ 
gram’s  budget  is  uncertain  and  unpre¬ 
dictable. 


Likewise,  it  is  not  genuine  economy 
when  we  put  off  until  tomorrow  expendi¬ 
tures  that  have  to  be  made  today.  De¬ 
lay  is  expensive.  Wasted  time  is  never 
going  to  be  recovered.  A  steady  level  of 
activity  is  indispensable  if  economy  is 
to  be  achieved  in  any  kind  of  operation : 
it  can  be  controlled  better,  and  the  best 
possible  use  of  resources  can  be  obtained. 
Maximum  results  for  minimum  costs  is 
possible  only  under  this  kind  of  program 
administration. 

The  price  of  false  economy  today,  Mr. 
Speaker,  is  higher  spending  tomorrow. 

The  National  Defense  Education  Act 
is  a  particularly  discouraging  example 
of  the  likely  consequences  of  the  com¬ 
mittee’s  proposed  action.  The  commit¬ 
tee  has,  in  effect,  given  a  green  light  to 
one  of  the  education  activities  while  it 
has  abruptly  stopped  all  the  rest. 

Can  our  memories  be  so  short  as  to 
allow  us  to  forget  the  conditions  and  the 
stimulus  which  led  the  Congress  to  pass 
the  National  Defense  Education  Act  only 
a  few  short  months  ago?  Or  can  our 
judgments  have  so  changed  that  what 
seemed  critically  important  then  has 
since  faded  into  relative  obscurity?  Has 
the  Soviet  Union  suddenly  ceased  to 
challenge  the  free  world?  Have  Soviet 
developments  in  education,  science  and 
foreign  languages,  for  example,  become 
less  significant  in  the  struggle  to  in¬ 
fluence  the  new  countries  of  the  world? 
Or  has  our  own  educational  system  dem¬ 
onstrated  in  the  last  half  year  that  it 
does  not  need  the  help  contemplated  in 
the  act?  Are  we  really  so  superior,  so 
proficient,  so  well  provided  for  in  these 
once-crucial  fields  of  study? 

If  we  can  honestly  answer  “yes”  to 
each  of  these  questions,  Mr.  Speaker, 
then  we  have  no  business  seeking  to  re¬ 
store  the  $50,30n  090  cut  by  the  commit¬ 
tee.  But  I  doubt  if  any  of  us  would  be 
so  foolhardy  as  to  answer  “yes”  to  a 
single  one  of  these  questions. 

Let  us,  therefore,  review  for  a  moment 
the  reasons  why  a  supplemental  appro¬ 
priation  is  necessary  for  activities  un¬ 
der  the  Defense  Education  Act. 

The  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare  reported  the  education  bill  on 
July  15,  1958.  In  its  report,  the  com¬ 
mittee  highlighted  its  motive  as  follows : 

America  is  confronted  with  a  serious  and 
continuing  challenge  in  many  fields.  The 
challenge — in  science,  industry,  government, 
military  strength,  international  relations — 
stems  from  the  forces  of  totalitarianism. 
This  challenge,  as  well  as  our  own  goal  of 
enlargement  of  life  for  each  individual,  re¬ 
quires  the  fullest  possible  development  of 
the  talents  of  our  young  people.  American 
education,  therefore,  bears  a  grave  responsi¬ 
bility  in  our  times. 

The  committee  also  had  this  to  report: 

The  members  of  the  committee  believe 
that  the  bill  offers  an  effective  approach  to 
those  critical  areas  of  shortage  and  neglect 
which  now  carry  highest  priority  in  the  na¬ 
tional  interest — in  the  teaching  of  science, 
mathematics,  and  modern  foreign  languages. 
The  committee  believes,  too,  that  the  re¬ 
lated  sequence  of  programs  in  testing,  coun¬ 
seling,  scholarships,  loans,  and  the  fellow¬ 
ships — to  identify,  encourage  and  assist  the 
ablest  students  who  need  help — will  be  of 
great  value  in  the  continuing  effort  to  con¬ 
serve  and  develop  the  critically  needed  hu¬ 
man  resources  of  our  country. 
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In  passing  this  momentous  legislation, 
Congress  announced  to  the  world  that 
it  took  seriously  the  challenge  the  com¬ 
mittee  had  recognized,  and  it  expressed 
its  hope  and  expectation  that  the  bill 
would  help  strengthen  the  Nation  to 
meet  the  challenge  successfully.  This 
was  no  simple  gesture  or  statement  of 
empty  words.  It  was  the  act  of  deter¬ 
mined  people,  guided  by  high  values  and 
clear-sighted  recognition  of  both  the 
cost  and  the  benefits  of  its  action. 

Earlier  last  year,  our  Committee  on 
Appropriations  also  had  something  to 
say  on  the  subject  of  education.  On 
March  25,  1958,  the  committee  reported 
the  Departments  of  Labor,  and  Health, 
Education  and  Welfare  appropriation 
bill  for  fiscal  year  1959.  Discussing  the 
item  for  the  Office  of  Education,  the 
committee  noted: 

During  the  past  several  months  the  Na¬ 
tion’s  attention  has  been  called  more  force- 
ably  to  the  fact  that  we  cannot  afford  to  be 
complacent.  If  we  are  to  maintain  a  posi¬ 
tion  of  leadership  it  is  more  and  more  being 
recognized  that  education  must  keep  up 
with  the  times. 

The  committee  also  remarked  of  the 
agency  that; 

The  whole  Office  has  been  built  up  to  a 
level  where  it  can  come  closer  to  rendering 
the  services  that  the  educational  system 
needs  and  must  have  if  the  Nation  is  to 
keep  abreast  of  the  changing  conditions 
nationwide  and  worldwide. 

This  expression  of  concern  for  the 
need  to  improve  education  and  this 
statement  of  regard  for  the  agency  re¬ 
sponsible  for  helping  education  was 
made,  of  course,  before  the  Congress  ap¬ 
proved  the  vast  new  programs  of  the 
National  Defense  Education  Act. 

With  passage  of  the  act,  which  au¬ 
thorized  appropriations  of  $182,800,000 
for  the  first  year,  the  Appropriations 
Committee  was  called  upon  to  imple¬ 
ment  it  with  at  least  a  preliminary  ap¬ 
propriation  of  funds.  The  President 
estimated  in  August  1958,  that  $117,200,- 
000  would.be  required  to  get  the  program 
started,  though  this  figure  was  shortly 
revised  upward  when  Congress  approved 
the  inclusion  of  the  area  vocational 
school  program  in  the  education  bill,  to 
a  total  of  $133,700,000.  In  addition,  $2,- 
100,000  was  estimated  to  be  sufficient  for 
salaries  and  expenses  in  the  beginning 
months  of  the  program. 

As  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Fogarty],  a  member 
of  the  Appropriations  Committee,  de¬ 
clared  during  debate  on  the  bill  appro¬ 
priating  these  interim  funds:  “The  full 
requirements  of  the  program  for  this 
fiscal  year  can  then  be  assessed  when  the 
86th  Congress  convenes  in  January.  At 
that  time  we  can  consider  the  supple¬ 
mental  needs  of  the  Office  of  Education 
for  the  remainder  of  fiscal  year  1959. 
Certainly  the  least  we  should  do  is  to 
appropriate  these  amounts  before  this 
Congress  adjourns.” 

The  Congress,  however — under  the 
stress  of  the  final  moments  of  the  85th 
Congress — appropriated  only  $40  million 
for  the  National  Defense  Education  Act 
instead  of  $133,700,000;  and  it  appropri¬ 
ated  only  $750,000  instead  of  the  $2,100,- 
000  for  salaries  and  expenses. 
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While  this  left  approximately  $142 
million  of  the  first-year  authorization 
unappropriated,  the  President  requested 
only  $75  million  for  the  remainder  of 
fiscal  year  1959  in  his  January  budget 
message  to  Congress.  This  reduction — 
which  was  nearly  50  percent — repre¬ 
sented  the  administration’s  best  judg¬ 
ment  on  the  minimum  defense  education 
program  the  country  could  afford — de¬ 
spite  the  fact  that  the  act  had  received 
wide  acclaim  from  educators  throughout 
the  country  and  despite  the  fact  that  the 
Office  of  Education  had  made  an  early 
and  effective  start  in  organizing  a  work¬ 
ing  and  efficient  program. 

Therefore,  it  can  hardly  be  alleged 
that  the  President’s  supplemental  re¬ 
quest  of  $75  million  was  anything  but 
a  minimum  figure,*  carefully  estimated 
and  drastically  reduced. 

It  is  in  this  light,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I 
must  agree  with  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare’s  reaction  to  the 
report  of  the  Appropriations  Committee 
as  “incredible.”  He  has  estimated  a 
whole  year  may  be  lost  in  putting  into 
effect  the  program  authorized  by  Con- 
.  gress  to  strengthen  our  country’s  educa- 
)  tional  system — unless  the  committee’s 
cut  is  restored. 

Again,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  what  has 
happened  since  August  1958,  to  make  it 
safer  or  wiser  to  stop  so  badly  needed  a 
program  as  this? 

If  we  fail  to  restore  these  minimum 
appropriations,  then  our  people  and  the 
whole  world  will  be  right  in  concluding 
that  our  concern  for  education  last  year 
was  an  idle  fancy,  a  passing  emotion,  a 
meaningless  jumble  of  words. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  see  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas]  on  his  feet 
about  to  move  that  the  Committee  do 
now  rise,  and  I  am  glad  that  he  is  going 
to  do  so  because  up  to  this  time  we  have 
spent  quite  a  little  money,  but  still  we 
have  saved  money  and,  as  I  said,  even 
though  we  have  spent  _a  lot  of  money 
today,  we  are  still  below  the  budget  to 

)the  extent  of  $208  million. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  must  say  my  friend, 
the  gentleman  from  Iowa,  deserves  a 
large  share  of  the  credit. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  the  Com¬ 
mittee  do  now  rise  and  report  the  bill 
back  to  the  House  with  sundry  amend¬ 
ments  with  the  recommendation  that  the 
amendments  be  agreed  to  and  that  the 
bill,  as  amended,  do  pass. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and, 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Boggs,  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union,  reported  that  that  Committee, 
having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
(H.R.  5916)  making  supplemental  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1959,  and  for  other  purposes, 
had  directed  him  to  report  the  bill  back 
to  the  House  with  sundry  amendments, 
with  the  recommendation  that  the 
amendments  be  agreed  to  and  that  the 
bill,  as  amended,  do  pass. 


The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  a  separate  vote  de¬ 
manded  on  any  amendment? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  de¬ 
mand  a  separate  vote  on  the  Rooney 
amendment  restoring  the  $100  million 
to  the  Development  Loan  Fund. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  a  separate  vote 
demanded  on  any  other  amendment? 
If  not,  the  Chair  will  put  them  en  gross. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendments. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  will  report  the  amendment 
on  which  a  separate  vote  has  been 
demanded. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

On  page  6,  after  line  22,  insert: 

“FUND  APPROPRIATED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 
“Mutual  security 
“Development  Loan  Fund 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  advances 
to  tlie  Development  Loan  Fund,  as  author¬ 
ized  by  section  203  of  the  Mutual  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended,  $100,000,000,  to  remain  available 
until  expended.” 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  de¬ 
mand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  refused. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  for 
a  division. 

The  question  was  taken,  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Fulton)  there 
were — ayes  183,  noes  59. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  re¬ 
consider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


GENERAL  LEAVE  T(X  EXTEND 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Sp^ker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all,  Members 
may  have  5  legislative  days  within  which 
to  extend  their  remarks  on  the\)ill  just 
passed. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  irom 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

MINIMUM  WAGE  OF  $1.25  AND 
EXTENSION  OF  COVERAGE 

(Mr.  RODINO  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  RODINO.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  es¬ 
sential  that  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act 
be  amended  without  delay  to  increase  the 
minimum  wage  and  to  extend  its  cover¬ 
age  to  millions  of  workers  who  are  not 
protected  under  the  present  law’s  re¬ 
strictive  provisions  regarding  exempted 
industries.  To  remedy  these  deficiencies, 
I  have  introduced  a  bill,  H.R.  4740.  This 
bill  proposes  to  raise  the  minimum  wage 
to  $1.25  and  to  provide  coverage  for  em¬ 
ployees  of  employers  who  are  engaged 
in  activities  affecting  interstate  com¬ 
merce  and  to  eliminate  certain  exemp¬ 
tions. 

An  increase  in  the  minimum  wage  at 
this  time  will  produce  two  beneficial  re- 


45817 

/ 

suits.  First,  it  will  raise  the  level  ,rif 
income  for  numerous  workers  who-  are 
subsisting  on  earnings  that  have  lagged 
far  behind  those  of  organized  employees 
in  higher  wage  industries.  Second,  it 
will  bolster  the  economy  by  placing  addi¬ 
tional  purchasing  power  in  the  hands  of 
consumers. 

When  the  $1  minimujh  was  voted  in 
1955,  many  people  believed  it  to  be  inade 
quate  and  advocated/^he  $1.25  rate  now 
being  considered.  If  it  was  felt  at  that 
time  that  the  flqdr  to  wages  should  be 
raised  to  $1.25,  Wow  much  more  impera¬ 
tive  it  is  today  to  establish  the  higher 
minimum.  During  the  past  3  years  that 
the  $1  minimum  has  been  in  effect,  the 
cost  of  living  has  risen  steadily;  the 
Consumer  Price  Index  jumped  from  114.7 
to  123*8,  an  increase  of  9.1  points.  As  a 
result,  the  purchasing  power  of  the  dollar 
has  deteriorated  to  the  extent  that  dur- 
S  the  past  year  its  purchasing  power 
as  2.6  percent  less  than  it  was  in  1957. 
All  of  us  have  felt  the  impact  of  higher 
prices,  and  it  does  not  take  much  imagi¬ 
nation  to  visualize  the  difficulties  that 
the  low-wage  workers  are  undergoing  to 
stretch  their  meager  earnings  to  buy 
even  the  necessities  of  life. 

We  have  been  reminded  from  time  to 
time,  but  it  bears  repeating,  that  the 
wage  and  hour  law  was  enacted  for  the 
purpose  of  correcting  and  eliminating 
“conditions  detrimental  to  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  the  minimum  standard  of  living 
necessary  for  health,  efficiency,  and  gen¬ 
eral  well-being  of  workers.”  We  cannot, 
in  all  honesty,  say  that  the  present  mini¬ 
mum  of  $1  is  adequate  to  carry  out  this 
declared  purpose.  The  majority  of  low- 
wage  workers  are  unorganized  and  do 
not  have  collective  support  to  plead  their 
case.  It  is  up  to  Congress  to  protect 
their  interests  and  we  should  act  now  to 
bring  relief  to  those  living  on  substand¬ 
ard  incomes. 

The  original  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act 
of  1938  was  one  of  the  measures  enacted 
to  fight  the  depression  of  the  1930’s. 
The  problem  of  unemployment  and  its 
solution  were  of  utmost  importance  at 
that  time  and  one  of  the  aims  of  the  act 
was  to  increase  the  incomes  of  consumers 
and  create  a  demand  for  goods  and  serv¬ 
ices.  The  increases  in  the  minimum 
ge  to  75  cents  and  $1  an  hour  in  1950 
arid  1956  were  necessitated  by  the  eco¬ 
nomic  inflation,  and  the  failure  of  wages 
in  low-paying  industries  to  keep  abreast 
with  'higher  living  costs.  Today  the 
specter \of  unemployment  again  hangs 
over  us,\md  the  increase  in  the  mini¬ 
mum  wagei  to  $1.25  will  add  to  consumer 
purchasing'power  and  help  stimulate  the 
economy  and,  the  demand  for  workers. 
We  cannot  hesitate  to  act  to  bring  relief 
to  the  unemployed. 

Since  its  enrolment  nearly  21  years 
ago,  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  has 
provided  protectioV  to  24  million  em¬ 
ployees  in  industrie\in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  covered  by 
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re  act. 


Unfortu¬ 
nately,  there  are  still\some  20  million 

coverage. 

Under  my  bill,  it  is  proposed  to  correct 
the  injustice  done  to  approximately  7 Yz 
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million  workers  in  retail  stores,  laundry 
and  ary  cleaning  establishments,  service 
occupations,  and  other  categories.  The 
7  V2  million  workers  I  mentioned  are  em¬ 
ployees  enlarge  business  concerns,  most 
of  them  employed  in  retail  stores.  The 
retail  stores'!  have  in  mind  are  not  the 
family,  neighborhood  variety.  They  are 
the  ones  connected  with  giant  opera¬ 
tions,  such  as  tne  food  chainstores  and 
variety  cnainstore\which  have  branches 
spread  throughout  proad  areas  or  the 
whole  expanse  of  t^e  Nation.  These 
giant  concerns  can  reaoily  pay  the  higher 
minimum,  and  the  same^s  true  of  other 
exempt  industries  whose  yearly  amounts 
of  business  runs  into  hundreds  of  thou¬ 
sands  of  dollars.  \ 

It  has  been  argued  that  coverage  of 
these  employees  should  be  lefu\  to  the 
States.  But  let  us  take  a  look  at  this 
situation.  Sixteen  States  do  not  have  a 
minimum  wage  law ;  only  12  States  that 
do  have  laws  provide  coverage  for  both 
men  and  women ;  even  fewer  States  have- 
basic  minimum  hourly  rates  of  $1;  and 
only  10  States  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  set  overtime  rates  in  addition  to  the 
basic  minimum  for  work  beyond  40  hours 
a  week.  Probably  one-fifth  of  the  20 
million  workers  not  covered  by  the  Pair 
Labor  Standards  Act  are  afforded  pro¬ 
tection  under  State  laws.  Extension  of 
coverage  under  the  Federal  law  alone  can 
at  least  partially  eliminate  the  inequities 
and  deprivations  that  exist  today. 

I  earnestly  ask  you  to  support  me  in 
this  endeavor  to  establish  adequate  mini¬ 
mum  wage  protection  so  urgently  needed 
for  the  relief  of  our  fellow  countrymen 
and  for  the  prosperity  of  the  United 
States. 


NICHOLAS  CHRISTOPILOS’  CON¬ 
TRIBUTION  TO  SCIENCE 

(Mr.  PRICE  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Speaker,  recent 
press  reports  regarding  the  valuable 
contributions  to  American  science  which 
have  been  made  by  Dr.  Nicholas  Christ- 
opilos  of  the  University  of  California 
Radiation  Laboratory  underline  the  im¬ 
portance  to  American  research  of  utiliz-, 
ing  all  talented  individuals,  no  matter 
how  great  a  formal  education  the  indi¬ 
vidual  has  had  in  nuclear  physics.  7 

I  would  like  to  refer  to  testimony  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  Research  and  Development 
Subcommittee  of  the  Joint  Committee 
on  Atomic  Energy  last  year  by  Dr. 
George  K.  Green  of  Brookhaven  Na¬ 
tional  Laboratory,  describing  the  ex¬ 
traordinary  contribution  which  Dr. 
Christopilos  has  madO  in  the  field  of 
high  energy  accelerators,  despite  the 
limited  education  Axe  received  before 
coming  to  the  University  of  California 
from  his  home  hi  Greece. 

Brains  are  /where  you  find  them.  I 
allude  to  tixer  fact  that  Dr.  Christopilos 
had  made  ixxs  fundamental  discovery  of 
the  important  strong  focusing  principle 
for  accelerators  while  he  was  still  work¬ 
ing  iryOreece  in  a  nonscientific  job,  and 
independently  of  the  work  being  done 
by  Scientists  in  this  country.  In  fact,  he 
apparently  discovered  this  principle 


about  a  year  before  U.S.  scientists  did, 
even  though  he  had  no  formal  affiliation 
with  scientific  research  groups. 

I  call  my  colleagues’  attention  to  the 
exchange  from  the  subcommittee’s  hear¬ 
ings  in  February  1958,  in  which  Dr. 
Green  described  the  contributions  of  Dr. 
Christopilos.  Let  me  read  it. 

After  describing  the  work  which  had 
been  done  on  several  high  energy  accel¬ 
erators  in  this  country.  Dr.  Green  goes 
on  to  say: 

Dr.  Green.  So  a  group  of  our  people  sat 
down  and  discovered  the  strong  focusing 
principle,  whereby  one  could  build  a  mag¬ 
net  of  much  bigger  diameter  with  the  mag¬ 
net  itself  being  a  smaller  cross-section  and 
it  would  not  take  so  much  steel.  Interest¬ 
ingly  enough,  Nicholas  Christopilos  in 
Greece,  working  all  by  himself,  discovered 
this  strong  focusing  principle  on  his  own, 
completely  independently.  It  turned  out  he 
was  born  in  the  United  States  and  taken 
back  to  Greece  when  he  was  4  years  old,  and 
later  on  Nick  came  to  work  in  our  laboratory 
with  us. 

Representative  Price.  When  was  this? 
v  Dr.  Green.  He  apparently  discovered  this 
principle  about  a  year  before  we  did. 

^Senator  Anderson.  Did  he  not  submit  it 
to  l^ur  people  and  we  turned  it  down  as 

beingyJmpractical?  , 

Dr.  faREEN.  No.  / 

Senatto  Anderson.  Is  that  right?  / 
Dr.  Grben.  Let  me  be  frank  and  tell/the 
story.  \  / 

Nick  mailed  a  letter  to  Berkeley  about  ac¬ 
celerators,  inNvhich  he  was  very  interested, 
and  the  letter  was  a  mess.  /People  at 
Berkeley  read  itVery  carefully  ./analyzed  it, 
and  it  was  no  gtxxl.  So  th£y  wrote  him 
back  an  explanatiomof  whatywas  wrong  with 
all  of  these  crazy  ide^s.  Njck  sat  down,  be¬ 
ing  a  very  brilliant  inoivyfual,  and  proposed 
to  correct  his  ideas.  Tnfc  letter  from  Berke¬ 
ley  did  him  a  lot  of  good.  \ 

Then  he  sent  to  B/irkeleV  a  description  of 
this  strong  focusing  principle.  People  at 
Berkeley  said  it  i?  another  letter  from  that 
crazy  Greek,  tlnrew  it  in  the  ffl®  and  never 
read  it.  /  \ 

When  Nick/came  over  and  saw  the  article 
our  people /had  published  in  Physical  Re¬ 
view,  he  ajftd,  “I  described  that  beforeyi’  We 
telephoned  Berkeley:  they  went  and  pulled 
it  outyof  the  file;  their  faces  were  verjNred 
and  there  it  was.  \ 

Senator  Anderson.  I  would  say  that  is  all 
ea^y  explanation  to  make  after  the  facts' 
Somebody  did  put  it  away  and  it  did  have 
'the  strong  focusing  principle  in  it  and  no 
attention  was  paid  to  it.  That  much  we 
would  have  to  agree  on. 

Dr.  Green.  Exactly.  That  is  exactly  what 
happened. 

Senator  Anderson.  Nobody  agrees  that  it 
was  not  as  good  as  we  had  here? 

Dr.  Green.  No.  It  looked  like  a  crank 
letter.  We  get  these  crank  letters. 

Senator  Anderson.  You  are  not  the  only 
one  that  gets  them. 

I  think  that  is  a  very  fine  statement,  Dr. 
Green.  I  am  happy  that  you  do  state  that 
this  was  overlooked. 

Dr.  Green.  Certainly. 

Senator  Anderson.  It  would  be  an  amazing 
thing  if  you  did  not  overlook  anything. 

Dr.  Green.  When  we  got  acquainted  with 
Nick,  we  were  so  well  impressed  with  him, 
we  hired  him. 

Senator  Anderson.  I  could  not  commend 
you  more  for  what  you  did. 


PASSPORTS  AND  THE  COMMUNIST 
CONSPIRACY 

(Mr.  SELDEN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 


point  in  the  Record  and  to  include  ex¬ 
traneous  matter.) 

Mr.  SELDEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  last  year 
I  introduced  a  bill — H.R.  13760 — that 
provided  for  the  denial  of  passports /to 
persons  knowingly  engaged  in  activities 
intended  to  further  the  international 
Communist  movement.  Although  this 
measure  was  approved  by  the  House 
without  a  dissenting  vote,  there  was  not 
sufficient  time  before  adjmirnment  for 
the  Senate  to  consider  it.  / 

On  January  7  of  this' year,  I  intro¬ 
duced  an  identical  biU^— H.R.  55 — and, 
on  several  occasions  since,  I  have  called 
to  the  attention  of /this  House  the  vital 
need  for  its  enactanent.  An  address  de¬ 
livered  today,  March  24,  to  the  Chicago 
Council  of  Foreign  Relations  by  the 
Honorable  John  W.  Hanes,  Jr.,  Adminis¬ 
trator  of  pie  Bureau  of  Security  and 
Consular  Affairs  of  the  Department  of 
State,  further  emphasizes  the  necessity 
for  the  earliest  possible  enactment  of 
H.Ry85  or  similar  legislation. 

Mr.  Hanes’  address  follows: 

Passports  and  the  Communist  Conspiracy 
,/Address  by  the  Honorable  John  W.  Hanes, 
Jr.,  Administrator,  Bureau  of  Security  and 
Consular  Affairs,  at  the  Chicago  Council  of 
Foreign  Relations  luncheon  meeting,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.,  Tuesday,  March  24,  1959) 

I  am  very  pleased  to  have  an  opportunity 
to  meet  with  this  particular  group  in  this 
particular  city.  I  want  to  talk  with  you 
about  some  basic  matters  involving  our 
foreign  relations  and  our  national  security. 

Foreign  relations  used  to  be  something 
that  this  country  thought  it  could  afford 
largely  to  ignore,  or  at  least  to  delegate  to 
the  sole  attention  of  a  few  people  who  were 
interested  In  such  things  In  Washington. 
The  pioneer  work  which  your  own  organiza¬ 
tion,  comprised  of  so  many  leading  citizens 
of  this  great  central  city  of  the  United  States, 
has  done  for  nearly  40  years  Is  one  very  tan¬ 
gible  reason  why  that  situation  has  changed. 

Today  it  is  self-evident  that  our  foreign 
relations  are  inseparable  from  our  national 
security.  We  all  recognize  that  our  security 
our  lives  and  our  very  existence,  both  as 
individuals  and  as  a  nation,  are  effectively 
threatened  from  abroad.  We  all  recognize 
the  existence  of  a  powerful  and  implacable 
hostile  force  dedicated  to  world  conquest, 
and  to  the  destruction  of  all  that  our  re¬ 
public  and  our  people  stand  for.  The  hostile 
ipree  is  international  communism,  and  its 
plumary  manifestation  Is  Soviet  Russia.  It 
is  ffco,  however,  an  international  conspiracy 
thatSextends  into  every  nation  in  the  world, 
inducting  our  own. 

These\  facts  have  a  connection  with  the 
U.S.  passport.  I  would  like  today  to  tell 
you  why.  \ 

A  great  dftal  of  confusion  and  misunder¬ 
standing  has  Surrounded  the  matter  of  Com¬ 
munists  and  \assports.  The  misunder¬ 
standing  has  related  both  to  the  facts  and  to 
the  issues  which  are  involved,  as  well  as  to 
others  which  are  m*t,  but  which  have  been 
introduced  into  the  sontroversy.  I  hope  to 
set  the  record  straight  on  these  facts  and 
issues.  \ 

THE  SUPREME  COURT  DECISION 

In  June  1958  in  the  Kent/Hriehl,  and  Day- 
ton  cases,  the  U.S.  SuWeme  Court, 
by  a  majority  of  5-4,  handed  aWn  decisions 
holding,  in  effect,  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
does  not  have  the  authority  to  refuse  a  pass¬ 
port  because  of  membership  in  theVommu- 
nist  Party,  or  even  because  he  hasNspecifi- 
cally  found  that  an  applicant  is  \going 
abroad  willfully  and  knowingly  to  engage  in 
activities  which  would  advance  the  Comniu- 
nist  movement.  In  both  decisions,  the 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

March  25, 1959 

Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 


AN  ACT 

Making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1959,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepresenta- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 

4  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  supply  sup- 

5  plemental  appropriations  (this  Act  may  be  cited  as  the 

6  “Second  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1959”)  for  the 

7  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1959,  and  for  other  purposes, 

8  namely : 
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TITLE  I 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Research  Service 
SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
as  follows : 

“Research”,  $3,666,700,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from 
the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal 
year  1959; 

“Plant  and  animal  disease  and  pest  control”,  $2,180,700, 
to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Con¬ 
servation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959;  and 

“Meat  inspection”,  $1,709,100,  to  be  derived  by  trans¬ 
fer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  pro¬ 
gram”,  fiscal  year  1959. 

Extension  Service 

COOPERATIVE  EXTENSION  WORK,  PAYMENTS  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Cooperative  extension 
work,  payments  and  expenses”,  for  “Penalty  mail”,  $559,- 
682,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for 
“Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959 :  Provided, 
That  of  the  amount  made  available  under  this  head  in  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  and  Farm  Credit  Administra¬ 
tion  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  for  “Payments  to  States, 
Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Rico”,  $63,145  shall  be  trans- 
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ferred  to  the  subappropriation  for  “Penalty  mail”,  and 
$146,000  shall  be  transferred  to  the  subappropriation  for 
“Federal  Extension  Service”. 

Agricultural  Conservation  Program  Service 

AGRICULTURAL  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM 

The  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture  and  Farm  Credit  Administration  Appropriation 
Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses,  is  increased  from  “$24,698,000”  to  “$25,252,000”, 
and  the  limitation  thereunder  on  the  maximum  amount 
which  shall  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  account  for 
“Administrative  expenses,  section  392,  Agricultural  Ad¬ 
justment  Act  of  1938”,  is  increased  from  “$5,025,800”  to 
“$5,385,600”. 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

MARKETING  RESEARCH  AND  SERVICE 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Marketing  research  and 
service”,  as  follows: 

“Marketing  research  and  agricultural  estimates”,  $1,- 
144,100,  to  he  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
for  “Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959;  and 
“Marketing  services”,  $1,918,600,  to  be  derived  by 
transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve 
program”,  fiscal  year  1959. 
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Soil  Bank  Programs 

CONSERVATION  RESERVE  PROGRAM 
The  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  Farm  Credit  Administration  Appropriation 
Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses,  is  increased  from  “$1 6,000,000”  to  “$16,286,200”. 

Commodity  Stabilization  Service 

ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS  AND  MARKETING  QUOTAS 
The  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  Farm  Credit  Administration  Appropriation 
Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  which  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
appropriation  account  “Administrative  expenses,  section  392, 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938”,  is  increased  from 
“$6,380,100”  to  “$6,837,000”. 

Special  Activities 

REIMBURSEMENT  TO  COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 
FOR  COSTS  OF  SPECIAL  ACTIVITIES 
To  reimburse  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for  au¬ 
thorized  unrecovered  costs  through  June  30,  1958  (including 
interest  through  recovery' date) ,  as  follows :  ( 1 )  $80,800,000 
under  the  International  Wheat  Agreement  Act  of  1949, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1641-1642)  ;  (2)  $119,270,000 
for  commodities  disposed  of  for  emergency  famine  relief  to 
friendly  peoples  pursuant  to  title  II  of  the  Act  of  July  10, 
1954,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1703,  1721-1724)  ;  (3) 
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$1,033,515,000  for  the  sale  of  surplus  agricultural  commod¬ 
ities  for  foreign  currencies  pursuant  to  title  I  of  the  Act  of 
July  10,  1954,  as  amended  (7  U.S.O.  1701-1709)  ;  (4) 
$18,506  for  grain  made  available  to  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  to  prevent  crop  damage  by  migratory  waterfowl  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Act  of  July  3,  1956  (7  U.S.O.  442-446)  ;  (5) 
$82,250,335  for  strategic  and  other  materials  acquired  by  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  as  a  result  of  barter  or  ex¬ 
change  of  agricultural  commodities  or  products  and  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  supplemental  stockpile  pursuant  to  Public  Law 
540,  84th  Congress  (7  U.S.C.  1856)  ;  (6)  $19,390,100  for 
transfers  to  the  appropriation  for  “Diseases  of  animals  and 
poultry”  pursuant  to  authority  contained  under  such  head  in 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  Farm  Credit  Adminis¬ 
tration  Appropriation  Act,  1958;  and  (7)  $1,510,870  for 
transfers  to  the  appropriation  “Marketing  research  and  serv¬ 
ice”  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  August  31,  1951  (7  U.S.C. 
414a),  for  grading  tobacco  and  classing  cotton  without 
charge  to  producers,  as  authorized  by  law  (7  U.S.C.  473a, 
5iid). 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

LIMITATION  ON  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES,  COMMODITY 

CREDIT  CORPORATION 

The  limitation  under  this  head  in  title  II  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  and  Farm  Credit  Administration  Ap- 
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propriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses  of  the  Corporation,  is  increased  from 
“$35,398,000”  to  “$39,600,000”. 

Office  of  Information 
salaries  and  expenses 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$71,100,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 

for  “Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959. 

% 

Forest  Service 

FOREST  PROTECTION  AND  UTILIZATION 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Forest  protection  and 
utilization”,  as  follows: 

“Forest  land  management”,  $12,282,800,  of  which 
$5,432,200  shall  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959; 
“Forest  research”,  $1,003,400;  and 
“State  and  private  forestry  cooperation”,  $102,800. 

FUNDS  APPROPRIATED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mutual  Security 

DEVELOPMENT  LOAN  FUND 
For  an  additional  amount  for  advances  to  the  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund,  as  authorized  by  section  203  of  the  Mutual 
Security  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  $100,000,000,  to  remain 
available  until  expended. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Maritime  Activities 

SHIP  CONSTRUCTION 

Not  to  exceed  $18,650,000  of  appropriations  heretofore 
granted  under  this  head  shall  be  available  for  design,  con¬ 
struction,  outfitting,  and  preparation  for  operation  of  a  nuclear 
powered  merchant  ship. 

operating-differential  subsidies 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operating-differential 
subsidies”,  $5,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

STATE  MARINE  SCHOOLS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “State  marine  schools”, 
$35,000;  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce  and  Related  Agencies  Appropriation  Act, 
1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  the  maintenance  and  re¬ 
pair  of  vessels  loaned  by  the  United  States,  is  increased  from 
“$149,800”  to  “$187,300”. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$723,450:  Provided ,  That  the  limitation  under  this  head  in 
the  Department  of  Commerce  and  Related  Agencies  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  “Adminis¬ 
trative  expenses”,  is  increased  from  “$6,975,000”  to  “$7,- 
566,750”;  the  limitation  thereunder  on  the  amount  available 
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for  “Maintenance  of  shipyard  and  reserve  training  facilities 

and  operation  of  warehouses”,  is  increased  from  “$1,- 

\ 

400,000”  to  “$1,481,300”;  and  the  limitation  thereunder  on 
the  amount  available  for  “Reserve  fleet  expenses”,  is  in¬ 
creased  from  “$6,150,000”  to  “$6,200,400”. 

Patent  Office 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$1,651,500. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— CIVIL  FUNCTIONS 
Department  of  the  Army 

CEMETERIAL  EXPENSES 

Salaries  and  Expenses 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$521,500. 

RIVERS  AND  HARBORS  AND  FLOOD  CONTROL 
Construction,  General 

For  an  additional  amoimt  for  “Construction,  general”, 
$5,000,000,  to  remain  available  imtil  expended. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— MILITARY 

FUNCTIONS 

Department  of  the  Army 

OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE 
For  an  additional  amoimt  for  “Operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance”,  $38,160,000. 
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ARMY  NATIONAL  GUARD 

For  an  additional  amount,  fiscal  year  1958,  for  “Army 
National  Guard”,  $3,065,000. 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Army  National  Guard”, 
$10,300,000. 

Department  of  the  Navy 

MILITARY  PERSONNEL,  NAVY 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Military  personnel, 
Navy”,  $33,061,500. 

AIRCRAFT  AND  FACILITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Aircraft  and  facilities”, 
$18,000,000. 

SHIPS  AND  FACILITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Ships  and  facilities”, 
$18,000,000. 

ORDNANCE  AND  FACILITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Ordnance  and  facilities”, 
$3,822,000. 

MEDICAL  CARE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Medical  care”, 

$8,100,000. 

CIVIL  ENGINEERING 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Civil  engineering”, 
$3,330,000. 

H.  R.  5916 - 2 
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1  SERVICEWIDE  SUPPLY  AND  FINANCE 

2  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Servicewide  supply  and 

3  finance”,  $14,682,000. 

4  SERVICEWIDE  OPERATIONS 

5  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Servicewide  operations”, 

6  $5,153,000. 

7  Department  of  the  Air  Force 

8  MILITARY  PERSONNEL 

9  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Military  personnel”, 

10  $18,728,000. 

11  General  Provisions 

12  The  limitation  of  $49,000,000  contained  in  section  611 

13  of  the  Department  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act,  1959, 

14  Public  Law  85-724,  approved  August  22,  1958,  may  be 

15  exceeded  by  not  more  than  $5,000,000. 

16  Section  615  of  the  Department  of  Defense  Appropria- 

17  tion  Act,  1959,  is  amended,  effective  January  3,  1959,  by 

18  adding  the  words  “or  in  Alaska”  after  the  words  “outside  the 

19  United  States”. 

20  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

21  Federal  Funds 

22  FEDERAL  PAYMENT  TO  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

23  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Federal  payment  to  Dis- 

24  trict  of  Columbia”  (to  be  paid  to  the  general  fund  of  the 

25  District  of  Columbia  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 

26  otherwise  appropriated) ,  $5,000,000. 
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1  District  of  Columbia  Funds 

2  OPERATING  EXPENSES 

3  Department  of  General  Administration 

4  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  General 

5  Administration”,  $456,750,  of  which  $7,810  shall  he  pay- 

6  able  from  the  highway  fund  and  $2,000  from  the  water  fund. 

7  Department  of  Occupations  and  Professions 

8  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  Occupa- 

9  tions  and  Professions”,  $20,450. 

10  Public  Schools 

11  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Public  schools”,  $4,295,- 

12  668,  of  which  $75,000  shall  be  available  for  the  develop- 

13  ment  of  vocational  education. 

14  Public  Library 

15  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Public  Library”,  $152,- 

16  050.  -  M 

17  Metropolitan  Police 

18  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Metropolitan  Police”, 

19  $2,616,800,  of  which  $258,900  shall  be  payable  from  the 

20  highway  fund  and  $15,400  from  the  motor  vehicle  parking 

21  fund. 

22  Fire  Department 

23  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Fire  Department* 


24  $1,200,300. 
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1  Department  of  Corrections 

2  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  Correc- 

3  tions”,  $264,600. 

4  Department  of  Public  Welfare 

5  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  Public 

6  Welfare”,  $750,700. 

7  Miscellaneous 

8  SETTLEMENT  OF  CLAIMS  AND  SUITS 

9  For  the  payment  of  claims  in  excess  of  $250,  approved 

10  by  the  Commissioners  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 

11  the  Act  of  February  11,  1929,  as  amended  (45  Stat.  1160; 

12  46  Stat.  500;  65  Stat.  131) ,  $20,197. 

13  JUDGMENTS 

14  For  the  payment  of  final  judgments  rendered  against 

15  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  set  forth  in  House  Document 
10  Numbered  58  (Eighty-sixth  Congress),  $30,219,  together 
17  with  such  further  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  the 
10  interest  at  not  exceeding  4  per  centum  per  annum  on  such 

19  judgments,  as  provided  by  law,  from  the  date  the  same 

20  became  due  until  the  date  of  payment. 

21  AUDITED  CLAIMS 

22  For  an  additional  amount  for  the  payment  of  claims, 

23  certified  to  be  due  by  the  accounting  officers  of  the  District 

24  of  Columbia,  under  appropriations  the  balances  of  which 

25  have  been  exhausted  or  credited  to  the  general  or  special 
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funds  of  the  District  of  Columbia  as  provided  by  law  (D.C. 
Code,  title  47,  sec.  130a) ,  being  for  the  service  of  the  fiscal 
year  1958  and  prior  fiscal  years,  as  set  forth  in  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  58  (Eighty-sixth  Congress) ,  $147,484, 
together  with  such  further  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay 
the  interest  on  audited  claims  for  refunds  at  not  exceeding  4 
per  centum  per  annum  as  provided  by  law  (Act  of  July  10, 
1952,  66  Stat.  546,  sec.  14d) . 

Division  of  Expenses 

The  sums  appropriated  in  this  title  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  shall,  unless  otherwise  specifically  provided  for,  be 
paid  out  of  the  general  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as 
defined  in  the  District  of  Columbia  Appropriations  Acts  for 
the  fiscal  years  involved. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 

WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses’’, 
$1,072,000. 

Office  of  Education 

DEFENSE  EDUCATIONAL  ACTIVITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Defense  educational  ac¬ 
tivities”,  $75,300,000,  of  which  $25,000,000  shall  be  for 
capital  contributions  to  student  loan  funds  fov  which  appli- 
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cations  have  been  filed  on  or  before  January  '6,  1959,  and  for 
loans  for  non-Federal  capital  contributions  to  student  loan 
funds;  $37,000,000  shall  be  for  grants  to  States  and  loans 
to  nonprofit  private  schools  for  science,  mathematics,  and 
modem  language  teaching  facilities;  and  $2,000,000  shall 
be  for  grants  to  States  for  testing,  guidance,  and  counseling. 

PAYMENTS  TO  SCHOOL  DISTKICTS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Payments  to  school 
districts”,  $20,000,000. 

ASSISTANCE  FOE  SCHOOL  CONSTRUCTION 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Assistance  for  school 
construction”,  $24,600,000. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$841,000. 

Public  Health  Service 

ASSISTANCE  TO  STATES,  GENERAL 
For  an  additional  amoimt  for  “Assistance  to  States, 
general”,  $750,000. 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  INDIAN  HEALTH  FACILITIES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction  of  Indian 
health  facilities”,  $1,700,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended. 
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Social  Security  Administration 

LIMITATION  ON  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  BUREAU  OF 
OLD-AGE  AND  SURVIVORS  INSURANCE 
The  amount  authorized  by  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  and  the 
Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  to  be  available  for 
necessary  expenses  of  the  Bureau  of  Old-Age  and  Survivors 
Insurance,  to  be  derived  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  sur¬ 
vivors  insurance  trust  fund,  is  increased  from  “$139,131,- 
000”  to  “$171,221,000”. 

LIMITATION  ON  CONSTRUCTION,  BUREAU  OF  OLD-AGE  AND 

SURVIVORS  INSURANCE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction,  Bureau  of 
Old-Age  and  Survivors  Insurance”,  $1,210,000,  to  be  de¬ 
rived  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  trust 
fund,  which  together  with  sums  heretofore  appropriated 
under  said  head  shall  establish  a  limitation  of  cost  of  $32,- 
290,000 :  Provided,  That  the  first  proviso  under  this  head  in 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1958,  and  the  provisions  of  section  209  of  said 
Act  shall  not  apply  to  construction  authorized  under  the 
foregoing  limitation. 
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GRANTS  TO  STATES  FOR  PUBLIC  ASSISTANCE 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Grants  to  States  for  pub¬ 
lic  assistance”,  $151,560,000. 

GRANTS  TO  STATES  FOR  MATERNAL  AND  CHILD  WELFARE 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Grants  to  States  for  ma¬ 
ternal  and  child  welfare”,  $1,500,000,  to  remain  available 
until  June  30,  1960:  Provided,  That  the  limitation  under 
this  head  in  the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for 
services  for  crippled  children  is  increased  from  “$15,000,- 
000”  to  “$16,500,000”:  Provided  further,  That  the  forego¬ 
ing  amount  shall  be  available  to  and  expended  by  the  States 
only  for  the  purpose  of  providing  necessary  services  to  chil¬ 
dren  with  congenital  heart  disease:  Provided,  further,  That 
the  allotments  made  to  the  States  out  of  such  $1,500,000, 
shall  otherwise  be  deemed  a  part  of  their  allotments  under 
title  V,  part  2,  section  512  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.,  ch.  7,  subch.  V) . 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  OFFICE  OF  FIELD 
ADMINISTRATION 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
Office  of  Field  Administration”,  $199,000,  together  with  an 
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additional  amount  of  not  to  exceed  $151,200  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insurance 
trust  fund. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  OFFICE  OF  THE  GENERAL 

COUNSEL 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel”,  $55,400,  together  with  an 
additional  amount  of  not  to  exceed  $2,000  to  be  transferred 
from  the  appropriation  “Salaries  and  expenses,  certification 
and  inspection  services”,  and  an  additional  amount  of  not 
to  exceed  $51,400  to  be  transferred  from  the  Federal  old- 
age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund. 

WHITE  HOUSE  COUNCIL  ON  AGING 
For  an  additional  amount  for  the  “White  House  Council 
on  Aging”,  $790,000,  of  which  $756,000  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  grants  to  States  and  shall  remain  available  until 
January  31,  1961. 

INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

PAYMENTS  TO  AIR  CARRIERS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Payments  to  air  car¬ 
riers”,  $12,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

H.B.  5916 - 3 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 


18 


Civil  Service  Commission 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Salaries  and  expenses’’, 
$1,491,500:  Provided,  That  the  limitation  under  this  head 
in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the 
amount  available  for  performing  the  duties  imposed  upon 
the  Commission  by  the  Act  of  July  19,  1940  (54  Stat.  767) , 
is  increased  from  “$70,000”  to  “$76,300”,  and  the  limita¬ 
tion  thereunder  on  the  amount  available  for  expenses  of 
travel  is  increased  from  “$472,000”  to  “$486,000”. 

INVESTIGATIONS  OF  UNITED  STATES  CITIZENS  FOR 
EMPLOYMENT  BY  INTERNATIONAL  ORGANIZATIONS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Investigations  of  United 
States  citizens  for  employment  by  international  organiza¬ 
tions”,  $100,000. 

ANNUITIES,  PANAMA  CANAL  CONSTRUCTION  EMPLOYEES 
AND  LIGHTHOUSE  SERVICE  WIDOWS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Annuities,  Panama  Canal 
construction  employees  and  Lighthouse  Service  widows”, 
$270,000. 

Commission  on  International  Pules  of  Judicial 

Procedure 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Commission  on  Interna¬ 
tional  Rules  of  Judicial  Procedure,  $25,000,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  December  31,  1959. 
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General  Services  Administration 

EXPENSES,  SUPPLY  DISTRIBUTION 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Expenses,  supply  distri¬ 
bution”,  $1,582,000,  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in 
the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the 
amount  available  for  expenses  of  travel,  is  increased  from 
“$132,500”  to  “$160,000”. 

GENERAL  SUPPLY  FUND 

To  increase  the  general  supply  fund  established  by  the 
Federal  Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949, 
as  amended  (5  U.S.C.  630g) ,  $10,000,000. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  OFFICE  OF  ADMINISTRATOR 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
Office  of  Administrator”,  including  expenses  of  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  August  25,  1958  (72  Stat.  838) , 
$72,240.  • 

Outdoor  Recreation  Resources  Review  Commission 
For  an  additional  amount  for  the  Outdoor  Recreation 
Resources  Review  Commission,  $100,000,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended. 

Railroad  Retirement  Board 

LIMITATION  ON  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 
The  amount  authorized  by  the  Departments  of  Labor, 
and  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Appropriation  Act, 
1959,  for  necessary  expenses  of  the  Railroad  Retirement 
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Board,  to  be  derived  from  the  railroad  retirement  account, 
is  increased  from  “$8,450,000”  to  “$9,374,300”. 

Biver  Basin  Study  Commissions 

RIVER  BASIN  STUDY  COMMISSION  FOR  SOUTH  CAROLINA- 
GEORGIA-ALABAMA-FLORIDA 
For  an  additional  amount  for  necessary  expenses  to 
carry  out  tbe  provisions  of  the  Act  approved  August  28, 
1958  (Public  Law  85-850),  $80,000. 

RIVER  BASIN  STUDY  COMMISSION  FOR  TEXAS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  necessary  expenses  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  title  II  of  the  Act  approved 
August  28,  1958  (Public  Law  85-843),  $120,000. 

Veterans  Administration 

GENERAL  OPERATING  EXPENSES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “General  operating  ex¬ 
penses”,  $12,180,000. 

INPATIENT  CARE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Inpatient  care”,  $47,- 
455,000,  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Inde¬ 
pendent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount 
available  for  expenses  of  travel  of  employees,  is  increased 
from  “$375,000”  to  “$400,000”. 
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OUTPATIENT  CAKE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Outpatient  care”,  $6,- 
934,000,  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Inde¬ 
pendent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount 
available  for  expenses  of  travel  of  employees,  is  increased 
from  “$206,400”  to  “$243,000”. 

COMPENSATION  AND  PENSIONS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Compensation  and  pen¬ 
sions”,  $52,500,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 

MANAGEMENT  OF  LANDS  AND  RESOURCES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Management  of  lands 
and  resources”,  $3,682,600. 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

PAYMENT  TO  STANDING  ROCK  SIOUX  TRIBE  OF  INDIANS 
For  deposit  in  the  United  States  Treasury  to  the  credit 
of  the  Standing  Rock  Sioux  Tribe  of  Indians  for  rehabilita¬ 
tion  and  relocation,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  5  of  the  Act  of  September  2,  1958  (72  Stat.  1763), 
$6,960,000. 
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Bureau  of  Reclamation 

LOAN  PROGRAM 

Bor  an  additional  amount  for  “Loan  program”,  $4,860,- 
000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

National  Park  Service 

MANAGEMENT  AND  PROTECTION 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Management  and  protec¬ 
tion”,  $1,270,000. 

Virgin  Islands  Corporation 

LOANS  TO  OPERATING  FUND 
The  Virgin  Islands  Corporation  may  borrow  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $125,000  from  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  for 
the  engineering  and  design  of  salt  water  distillation  and 
related  facilities  in  Saint  Thomas,  Virgin  Islands,  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  section  3  of  the  Act  of  September  2,  1958  (72 
Stat.  1760) . 

THE  JUDICIARY 

Courts  of  Appeals,  District  Courts,  and  Other 

Judicial  Services 
FEES  OF  JURORS  AND  COMMISSIONERS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Fees  of  jurors  and  com¬ 
missioners”,  $180,000. 

TRAVEL  AND  MISCELLANEOUS  EXPENSES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Travel  and  miscellaneous 


expenses”,  $100,000. 
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ADMINISTRATIVE  OFFICE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  COURTS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Administrative  Office  of 
the  United  States  Courts”,  $91,000,  of  which  $82,100 
shall  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for 
“Salaries  of  judges”,  fiscal  year  1959. 

EXPENSES  OF  REFEREES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Expenses  of  referees”, 
$247,600,  to  be  derived  from  the  referees’  expense  fund 
established  in  pursuance  of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1946,  as 
amended  (11  U.S.C.  68  (c)  (4)  ) . 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Legal  Activities  and  General  Administration 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  GENERAL  LEGAL  ACTIVITIES 
For  an  additional  amoimt  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
general  legal  activities”,  $973,000. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  UNITED  STATES  ATTORNEYS  AND 

MARSHALS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
United  States  attorneys  and  marshals”,  $2,032,000. 

FEES  AND  EXPENSES  OF  WITNESSES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Fees  and  expenses  of 
witnesses”,  $50,000;  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in 
the  Department  of  Justice  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on 
the  amount  available  for  compensation  and  expenses  of  wit- 
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nesses  or  informants,  is  increased  from  “$225,000’’  to 
“$275,000”. 

Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$9,611,000. 

Federal  Prison  System 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  BUREAU  OF  PRISONS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
Bureau  of  Prisons”,  $2,671,000. 

SUPPORT  OF  UNITED  STATES  PRISONERS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Support  of  United  States 
prisoners”,  $500,000. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 
Bureau  of  Labor  Standards 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
including  $240,000  for  necessary  expenses  for  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  safety  functions  of  the  Secretary  under  the  Long¬ 
shoremen’s  and  Harbor  Workers’  Compensation  Act,  as 
amended  (72  Stat.  835)  ;  and  for  the  performance  of  func¬ 
tions  vested  in  the  Secretary  by  sections  8  (b)  and  (c)  of 
the  Welfare  and  Pension  Plans  Disclosure  Act  (72  Stat. 
997)  ;  $720,600. 
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Bureau  of  Employment  Security 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$572,800. 

UNEMPLOYMENT  COMPENSATION  FOR  VETERANS  AND 

FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Unemployment  compen¬ 
sation  for  veterans  and  Federal  employees”,  $40,000,000. 

LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH 
House  of  Representatives 

For  payment  to  Herman  P.  Eberharter,  Junior,  and 
James  J.  Eberharter,  sons  of  Herman  P.  Eberharter,  late  a 
Representative  from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  $22,500. 

For  payment  to  Constance  L.  Horst,  Bettie  J.  Butler, 
and  Harry  L.  McGregor,  children  of  J.  Harry  McGregor, 
late  a  Representative  from  the  State  of  Ohio,  $22,500. 

For  payment  to  Edna  Simpson,  widow  of  Sidney  E. 
Simpson,  late  a  Representative  from  the  State  of  Illinois, 
$22,500. 

For  payment  to  the  children  of  George  H.  Christopher, 
late  a  Representative  from  the  State  of  Missouri,  $22,500. 

For  payment  to  Georgia  T.  Reed,  widow  of  Daniel  A. 
Reed,  late  a  Representative  from  the  State  of  New  York, 
$22,500. 


H.  R.  5916 - 4 
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1  CONTINGENT  EXPENSES  OF  THE  HOUSE 

2  Reporting  Hearings 

3  For  an  additional  amount,  fiscal  year  1958,  for  “Report- 

4  ing  hearings”,  $10,000. 

5  Postage  Stamps 

6  For  airmail  and  special-delivery  postage  stamps,  for  the 

7  first  session  of  the  86th  Congress,  as  authorized  cby  Public 

8  Law  85-778,  approved  August  27,  1958,  $183,640. 

9  POST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENT 

10  (Out  of  postal  fund) 

11  Transportation 

12  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Transportation”, 

13  $37,500,000. 

14  DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

15  Administration  of  Foreign  Affairs 

16  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

17  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

18  $6,664,900. 

19  emergencies  in  the  diplomatic  and  consular  service 

20  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Emergencies  in  the  diplo¬ 
matic  and  consular  service”,  $495,000. 
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International  Organizations  and  Conferences 

CONTRIBUTIONS  TO  INTERNATIONAL  ORGANIZATIONS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Contributions  to  inter¬ 
national  organizations”,  $4,943,146. 

INTERNATIONAL  CONTINGENCIES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “International  contin¬ 
gencies”,  $1,100,000:  Provided,  That  this  appropriation 
shall  be  available  for  reimbursement  to  the  appropriation 
“Emergency  fund  for  the  President,  national  defense,” 
fiscal  year  1959,  in  such  amounts  as  may  have  been  ex¬ 
pended  from  said  appropriation  for  the  purposes  of  this 
appropriation. 

International  Commissions 

INTERNATIONAL  BOUNDARY  AND  WATER  COMMISSION, 
UNITED  STATES  AND  MEXICO 
Operation  and  maintenance 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance”,  $931,500. 

Other 

PAYMENT  TO  THE  PHILIPPINE  GOVERNMENT 
For  payment  in  full  and  final  settlement  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  Philippines  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  June 
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19,  1934  (48  Stat.  1115) ,  $23,862,751,  to  be  derived  from 
receipts  under  section  7  of  the  Gold  Reserve  Act  of  1934 
(31  U.S.C.  408b). 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 
Bureau  of  Accounts 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Eor  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$303,300. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  DIVISION  OF  DISBURSEMENT 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
Division  of  Disbursement”,  $3,903,600. 

Bureau  of  Customs 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$4,481,000. 

Internal  Revenue  Service 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$29,595,000. 

United  States  Secret  Service 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  WHITE  HOUSE  POLICE 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
White  House  Police”,  $114,000. 
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Bureau  of  the  Mint 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Not  to  exceed  $500  of  the  appropriation  granted  under 
this  head  for  the  fiscal  year  1959  shall  be  available  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Act  of  February  28,  1929  (45  Stat.  1409) , 
as  amended  by  the  Act  of  September  2,  1958  (Public  Law 
85-879) ,  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  strike 
and  present  a  gold  medal  in  honor  of  Eoger  P.  Ames. 

Coast  Guard 

OPERATING  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operating  expenses”, 
$7,800,000. 

CLAIMS  FOB  DAMAGES  AND  JUDGMENTS 

For  payment  of  claims  for  damages  as  settled  and  deter¬ 
mined  by  departments  and  agencies  in  accord  with  law  and 
judgments  rendered  against  the  United  States  by  United 
States  district  courts  and  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims, 
as  set  forth  in  House  Document  Numbered  95,  Eighty-sixth 
Congress,  $2,570,198,  together  with  such  amounts  as  may 
be  necessary  to  pay  interest  (as  and  when  specified  in  such 
judgments  or  provided  by  law)  and  such  additional  sums 
due  to  increases  in  rates  of  exchange  as  may  be  necessary 
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to  pay  claims  in  foreign  currency:  Provided ,  That  no  judg¬ 
ment  herein  appropriated  for  shall  be  paid  until  it  shall 
have  become  final  and  conclusive  against  the  United  States 
by  failure  of  the  parties  to  appeal  or  otherwise:  Provided 
further ,  That,  unless  otherwise  specifically  required  by  law 
or  by  the  judgment,  payment  of  interest  wherever  appro¬ 
priated  for  herein  shall  not  continue  for  more  than  thirty 
days  after  the  date  of  approval  of  this  Act. 

TITLE  II 

INCREASED  PAY  COSTS 
For  additional  amounts  for  appropriations  for  the  fiscal 
year  1959,  for  increased  pay  costs  authorized  by  or  pur¬ 
suant  to  law,  as  follows : 

Department  of  Agriculture 
Farmer  Cooperative  Service:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$37,800,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Soil  Conservation  Service:  “Conservation  operations”, 
$5,781,600,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  “Conservation  reserve  program” ; 

Foreign  Agricultural  Service:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$232,020,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Commodity  Exchange  Authority:  “Salaries  and  ex- 
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penses”,  $61,200,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  tbe  appro¬ 
priation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation:  “Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation  fund”  (increase  of  $297,000  in  the 
limitation  upon  tbe  amount  which  may  be  paid  from  pre¬ 
mium  income  for  administrative  and  operating  expenses)  ; 

Rural  Electrification  Administration:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $551,700,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program” ; 

Farmers’  Home  Administration:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $1,989,450,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  ap¬ 
propriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Office  of  the  General  Counsel:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$240,750,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $186,- 
755,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for 
“Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Library:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $56,340,  to  be  derived 
by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  re¬ 
serve  program”; 

Department  of  Commerce 

General  administration:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 


$203,400; 
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Bureau  of  the  Census : 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $600,300; 

“1958  censuses  of  business,  manufacturers,  and 
mineral  industries”,  $405,900,  to  remain  available  until 
December  31,  1961; 

“Eighteenth  decennial  census”,  $351,000,  to  remain 
available  until  December  31,  1962; 

“Census  of  governments”,  $28,800; 

Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$665,100; 

Business  and  Defense  Services  Administration:  “Salaries 
and  expenses”,  $543,420; 

Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $193,275; 

“Export  control”,  $113,400; 

Office  of  Business  Economics:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$91,800; 

Maritime  activities:  “Maritime  training”,  $117,450; 
Bureau  of  Public  Roads :  “Limitation  on  general  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $1,381,500  in  the  limitation 
on  necessary  expenses  of  administration)  ; 

National  Bureau  of  Standards: 

“Expenses”,  $954,900; 

“Plant  and  equipment”,  $31,950,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended; 
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Weather  Bureau:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $2,514,600; 
General  provisions :  The  Secreary  of  Commerce  is  author¬ 
ized  to  transfer  not  to  exceed  $900,000  between  appro¬ 
priations  of  the  Department  of  Commerce  available  for 
Salaries  and  expenses  for  the  purpose  of  providing  for 
increased  pay  costs  in  the  fiscal  year  1959. 

Depaetment  of  Defense — Civil  Functions 
Department  of  the  Army: 

Bivers  and  harbors  and  flood  control : 

“Operation  and  maintenance,  general”,  $1,- 
024,200,  to  remain  available  until  expended; 

“General  expenses”,  $941,400; 

United  States  Soldiers’  Home:  “Limitation  on 
operation  and  maintenance  and  capital  outlay”  (increase, 
of  $215,100  in  the  amount  to  he  paid  from  the  Soldiers’ 
Home  permanent  fund)  ; 

Administration,  Byukyu  Islands:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $28,800; 

The  Panama  Canal : 

Canal  Zone  Government:  “Operating  ex¬ 
penses”,  $1,013,760; 

Panama  Canal  Company:  “Panama  Canal 
Company  fund”  (increase  of  $311,760  in  the  limi¬ 
tation  on  general  and  administrative  expenses)  ; 
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Department  of  Defense— Military  Functions 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense : 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $945,000 ; 

Office  of  Public  Affairs:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$31,500; 

Interservice  activities:  “Court  of  Military  Appeals”, 
$25,200; 

Department  of  the  Army : 

“Research  and  development”,  $8,190,000,  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  expended ; 

Alaska  Communication  System:  “Operation  and 
maintenance”,  $158,400; 

Department  of  the  Navy: 

“Navy  personnel,  general  expenses”,  $2,367,000; 
“Research  and  development”,  $8,994,600,  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  expended ; 

Department  of  the  Air  Force : 

“Research  and  development”,  $8,829,000,  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  expended ; 

“Operation  and  maintenance”,  $62,100,000; 

“Air  National  Guard”,  $1,945,800; 

District  of  Columbia 
(Out  of  District  of  Columbia  funds) 

Operating  expenses: 

“Executive  office”,  $27,225; 
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“Office  of  Corporation  Counsel”,  $39,390,  of  which 
$2,000  shall  be  payable  from  the  highway  fund; 

“Regulatory  agencies”,  $72,609; 

“Recreation  Department”,  $129,900; 

“Department  of  Veterans  Affairs”,  $6,750; 

“Office  of  Civil  Defense”,  $4,650 ; 

“Department  of  Vocational  Rehabilitation”,  $11  - 
400; 

“Courts”,  $245,250; 

“Department  of  Public  Health”,  $1,409,775; 

“Department  of  Buildings  and  Grounds”,  $105,075, 
of  which  $700  shall  be  payable  from  the  highway  fund; 

“Office  of  Surveyor”,  $8,250; 

“Department  of  Licenses  and  Inspections”,  $120,- 
525; 

“Department  of  Highways”,  $259,500,  which  shall 
be  payable  from  the  highway  fund ; 

“Department  of  Vehicles  and  Traffic”,  $62,400 
(payable  from  the  highway  fund)  ; 

“Department  of  Sanitary  Engineering”,  $1,213,000, 
of  wffiich  $190,000  shall  be  payable  from  the  water  fund 
and  $281,000  shall  be  payable  from  the  sanitary  sewage 
works  fund; 

“Washington  Aqueduct”,  $96,000  (payable  from 
the  water  fund)  ; 
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“National  Guard”,  $8,250; 

“National  Capital  parks”,  $185,925; 

“National  Zoological  Park”,  $50,775. 

DIVISION  OF  EXPENSES 

The  sums  appropriated  in  this  title  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  shall,  unless  otherwise  specifically  provided,  he 
paid  out  of  the  general  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as 
defined  in  the  District  of  Columbia  Appropriation  Act,  1956. 

Executive  Office  of  the  President 

The  White  House  Office:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$170,030,  to  he  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
for  “Special  projects”; 

“Executive  Mansion  and  grounds”,  $34,000; 

Bureau  of  the  Budget:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$345,600; 

Council  of  Economic  Advisers :  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$18,000; 

National  Security  Council:  “Salaries  an  expenses”, 
$59,400; 

Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 

Ereedmen’s  Hospital:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$116,000; 

Office  of  Vocational  Rehabilitation:  “Salaries  and 


expenses”,  $115,000; 
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Public  Health  Service: 

“Control  of  tuberculosis”,  $115,000,  to  be  derived 
by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Promotion  and 
further  development  of  vocational  education”; 

“Communicable  disease  activities”,  $290,000; 

“Sanitary  engineering  activities”,  $441,000,  to  be 
derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Pro¬ 
motion  and  further  development  of  vocational  educa¬ 
tion”  ; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  hospital  construction  serv¬ 
ices”,  $35,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the 
appropriation  for  “Promotion  and  further  development 
of  vocational  education”; 

“Hospitals  and  medical  care”,  $2,170,000; 

“Poreign  quarantine  activities”,  $240,000; 

“Indian  health  activities”,  $1,854,000; 

“Operations,  National  Library  of  Medicine,  $111,- 
000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
for  “Promotion  and  further  development  of  vocational 
education” ; 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $406,000,  to  be  derived 
by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Promotion  and 
further  development  of  vocational  education”; 

“Grants  and  special  studies,  Territory  of  Alaska”, 
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1  $23,500,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropria- 

2  tion  for  “Promotion  and  further  development  of  voca- 

3  tional  education” ; 

4  Saint  Elizabeths  Hospital:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

5  $221,000; 

6  Social  Security  Administration : 

7  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Public  Assist- 

8  ance”,  $186,500; 

9  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Children’s  Bureau”, 

10  $172,000; 

11  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  the  Commissioner”, 

12  $28,000,  together  with  an  additional  amount  of  not  to 

13  exceed  $22,500  to  be  transferred  from  the  Federal  old- 

14  age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund ; 

15  Office  of  the  Secretary: 

16  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $162,000,  together  with 

17  an  additional  amoimt  of  not  to  exceed  $24,000  to  be 

18  transferred  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors 

19  insurance  trust  fund; 

20  “Surplus  property  utilization”,  $55,000; 

21  Independent  Offices 

22  American  Battle  Monuments  Commission :  “Salaries 

23  and  expenses”,  $18,000; 

24  Civil  Aeronautics  Board:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

25  $464,400; 
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Commission  on  Civil  Eights:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$27,000; 

Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington:  “Limitation  on 
administrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $144,000  in  the  lim¬ 
itation  on  administrative  expenses)  ; 

Federal  Aviation  Agency: 

“Expenses”,  $15,424,200; 

“Besearch  and  development”,  $297,000,  to  remain 
available  until  expended; 

“Operation  and  maintenance,  Washington  National 
Airport”,  $90,000; 

“Operation  and  maintenance  of  public  airports,  Ter¬ 
ritory  of  Alaska”,  $25,650; 

Federal  Communications  Commission:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $700,200; 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board: 

“Limitation  on  administrative  and  examination  ex¬ 
penses,  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board”  (increase  of 
$99,000  in  the  limitation  on  administrative  expenses 
and  increase  of  $400,500  in  the  limitation  on  nonadmin- 
istrative  expenses  for  the  examination  of  Federal  and 
State  chartered  institutions)  ; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corporation”  (increase  of 
$30,600  in  the  limitation  on  administrative  expenses)  ; 
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Federal  Mediation  and  Conciliation  Service:  “Salaries 
and  expenses  ’,  $228,600; 

Federal  Power  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$427,500; 

Federal  Trade  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$486,000; 

Foreign  Claims  Settlement  Commission:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $49,500,  of  which  $6,480  shall  be  derived  only 
from  the  war  claims  fund ; 

General  Accounting  Office:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$2,020,500; 

General  Services  Administration : 

“Operating  expenses,  Public  Buildings  Service”, 
$3,189,960; 

“Operating  expenses,  Federal  Supply  Service”, 
$255,690,  and  increase  the  amount  which  may  be  de¬ 
posited  to  the  credit  of  this  appropriation  from  funds 
received  under  section  204(a)  of  the  Federal  Property 
and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949,  as  amended, 
hy  $134,010; 

“Operating  expenses.  National  Archives  and  Rec¬ 
ords  Service”,  $575,100; 

“Operating  expenses,  Transportation  and  Public 
Utilities  Service”,  $145,800; 

Abaca  fiber  program:  “Limitation  on  administra- 
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tive  expenses”  (increase  of  $4,950  in  the  limitation  for 
administrative  expenses)  ; 

Federal  Facilities  Corporation:  “Limitation  on 
administrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $1,620  in  the 
limitation  for  administrative  expenses )  ; 

Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  liquidation 
fund:  “Limitation  on  administrative  expenses”  (increase 
of  $3,960  in  the  limitation  for  administrative  expenses)  ; 
Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency : 

Office  of  the  Administrator: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $648,000 ; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Office 
of  the  Administrator,  college  housing  loans”  (in¬ 
crease  of  $43,200  in  the  amount  available  for  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses)  ; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Office 
of  the  Administrator,  public  facility  loans”  (increase 
of  $32,400  in  the  amount  available  for  administra¬ 
tive  expenses)  ; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Office 
of  the  Administrator,  revolving  fund  (liquidating 
programs)  ”  (increase  of  $47,700  in  the  amount 
available  for  administrative  expenses)  ; 

Federal  National  Mortgage  Association:  “Limita- 
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tion  on  administrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $135,000 
in  the  limitation  on  administrative  expenses)  ; 

Federal  Housing  Administration:  “Limitation  on 
administrative  and  nonadministrative  expenses”  (in¬ 
crease  of  $513,000  in  the  limitation  on  administrative 
expenses  and  $2,731,500  in  the  limitation  on  nonad¬ 
ministrative  expenses)  ; 

Public  Housing  Administration: 

“Administrative  expenses”,  $774,000; 
“Limitation  on  administrative  and  nonadminis¬ 
trative  expenses”  (increase  of  $774,000  in  the 
limitation  on  administrative  expenses)  ; 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $1,371,600; 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration:  “Sal¬ 
aries  and  expenses”,  $3,018,600; 

National  Capital  Planning  Commission:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $18,000; 

National  Labor  Relations  Board:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $156,600; 

National  Mediation  Board: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $22,050 ; 

National  Railroad  Adjustment  Board:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $24,750; 
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Renegotiation  Board:  “Salaries  and  expenses’’,  $175,- 
500; 

Saint  Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Corporation: 
“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $13,- 
500  in  the  limitation  on  administrative  expenses)  ; 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $573,300; 

Selective  Service  System:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$1,948,500; 

Small  Business  Administration:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$225,000,  and  in  addition  there  may  he  transferred  to  this  ap¬ 
propriation  $630,000  from  the  revolving  fund  and  $64,800 
from  the  fund  for  liquidation  of  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  loans; 

Smithsonian  Institution : 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $180,000; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  National  Gallery  of  Art”. 

$116,100; 

Tariff  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $141,300; 

Tax  Court  of  the  United  States:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $40,500; 

United  States  Information  Agency:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 


penses”,  $3,057,300; 
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V eterans  Administration : 

“Medical  administration  and  miscellaneous  operat¬ 
ing  expenses”,  $726,300; 

“Maintenance  and  operation  of  supply  depots”, 
$146,700; 

Department  of  the  Interior 
Departmental  offices: 

Office  of  Saline  Water:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$12,960; 

Office  of  Oil  and  Gas:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$32,400; 

Office  of  the  Solicitor:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$228,600; 

Office  of  Minerals  Mobilization:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $12,600; 

Commission  of  Fine  Arts:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$2,520; 

Bonneville  Power  Administration:  “Operation  and 
maintenance”,  $376,200; 

Southwestern  Power  Administration:  “Operation  and 
maintenance”,  $56,250; 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs: 

“Resources  management”,  $832,500,  of  which 
$360,000  shall  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  “Education  and  welfare  services”; 
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“General  administrative  expenses”,  $238,500; 
Bureau  of  Reclamation: 

“Operation  and  maintenance”,  $831,600,  of  which 
$718,383  shall  be  derived  from  the  reclamation  fund  and 
$63,900  shall  be  derived  from  the  Colorado  River  dam 
fund; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $324,540,  to  be 
derived  from  the  reclamation  fund; 

Geological  survey:  “Surveys,  investigations,  and  re¬ 
search”,  $2,911,500; 

Bureau  of  Mines: 

“Conservation  and  development  of  mineral  re¬ 
sources”,  $1,490,400,  of  which  $1,175,400  shall  be 
derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropiration  for  “salaries 
and  expenses”,  Office  of  Minerals  Exploration; 

“Health  and  safety”,  $438,300; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $91,800; 
National  Park  Service: 

“Maintenance  and  rehabilitation  of  physical  facili¬ 
ties”,  $286,290; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $94,050; 

Eish  and  Wildlife  Service: 

Office  of  the  Commissioner  of  Eish  and  Wildlife: 


“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $24,300; 
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Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries: 

“Management  and  investigations  of  resources”, 
$711,000; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $54,450; 
Bureau  of  Commercial  Fisheries: 

“Management  and  investigations  of  resources”, 
$319,500; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $13,500; 
Office  of  Territories:  “Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific 
Islands”,  $139,320; 

Virgin  Islands  Corporation:  “Limitation  on  adminis¬ 
trative  expenses”  (increase  of  $10,800  in  the  limitation  for 
administrative  expenses)  ; 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$185,940; 

The  Judiciaey 

Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States: 

“Salaries”,  $70,000; 

“Care  of  the  building  and  grounds”,  $7,200; 
“Automobile  for  the  Chief  Justice”,  $465; 

Customs  Court:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $38,680; 
Court  of  Claims:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $28,900; 
Courts  of  appeals,  district  courts,  and  other  judicial 
services:  “Salaries  of  supporting  personnel”,  $1,939,300,  of 
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1  which  $67,900  shall  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appro- 

2  priation  for  “Salaries  of  judges”; 

3  Department  of  Justice 

4  Legal  activities  and  general  administration: 

5  “Salaries  and  expenses,  general  administration”, 

6  $304,000; 

7  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Antitrust  Division”,  $338,- 

8  000; 

9  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service:  “Salaries  and 

10  expenses”,  $4,208,000; 

11  Federal  Prison  System:  Federal  Prison  Industries,  In- 

12  corporated:  “Limitation  on  administrative  and  vocational 

13  training  expenses”  (increase  of  $32,000  in  the  limitation 

14  on  administrative  expenses  and  $50,000  in  the  limitation 

15  on  vocational  training  expenses)  ; 

16  Office  of  Alien  Property:  “Limitation  on  salaries  and 

17  expenses”  (increase  of  $200,000  in  the  limitation  on  gen- 

18  eral  administrative  expenses)  ; 

19  Department  of  Labor 

20  Office  of  the  Secretary:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

21  $112,500; 

22  Office  of  the  Solicitor:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $190,- 


23  800; 
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Bureau  of  Veterans’  Reemployment  Rights:  “Salaries 
and  expenses”,  $41,400; 

Bureau  of  Apprenticeship  and  Training:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $292,500; 

Bureau  of  Employment  Security: 

“Compliance  activities,  Mexican  farm  labor  pro¬ 
gram”,  $35,100; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  Mexican  farm  labor  pro¬ 
gram”,  $117,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  farm 
labor  supply  revolving  fund; 

Bureau  of  Employees’  Compensation:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $231,300,  together  with  an  additional  amount  of 
not  to  exceed  $3,690  to  be  derived  from  the  fund  created 
by  section  44  of  the  Longshoremen’s  and  Harbor  Workers’ 
Compensation  Act,  as  amended ; 

Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$535,500; 

Women’s  Bureau:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $39,600; 
Wage  and  Hour  Division:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$825,300; 

Legislative  Branch 
House  of  Representatives: 

“Salaries,  officers  and  employees”,  $547,395; 

“Members’  clerk  hire”,  $1,425,000; 

Contingent  expenses  of  the  House : 
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“Furniture”,  $12,663; 

“Miscellaneous  items”,  $123,500; 

“Special  and  select  committees”,  $200,000; 
“Joint  Committee  on  Internal  Revenue  Taxa¬ 
tion”,  $24,000 ; 

“Office  of  the  Coordinator  of  Information”, 
$9,175; 

“Folding  documents”,  $20,000; 

“Revision  of  laws”,  $1,650; 

“Speaker’s  automobile”,  $625; 

“Majority  leader’s  automobile”,  $625 ; 
“Minority  leader’s  automobile”,  $525  ; 

Capitol  Police:  “Capitol  Police  Board”,  $16,340; 
“Education  of  Senate  and  House  pages”,  $8,415; 
Architect  of  the  Capitol: 

Office  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol:  “Salaries”, 
$16,150; 

Capitol  buildings  and  grounds : 

“Capitol  buildings”,  $39,900; 

“Capitol  grounds”,  $11,875; 

“Legislative  garage”,  $2,280; 

“House  office  buildings”,  $52,250; 

Library  buildings  and  grounds:  “Structural  and 


mechanical  care”,  $15,200; 
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1  Botanic  Garden:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $14,250; 

2  Library  of  Congress  : 

3  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $548,300; 

4  Copyright  Office :  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

5  $123,200; 

6  Legislative  Beference  Service:  “Salaries  and  ex- 

7  penses”,  $125,300; 

8  Distribution  of  catalog  cards:  “Salaries  and  ex- 

9  penses”,  $101,100; 

10  Books  for  the  blind:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

11  $12,900; 

12  Organizing  and  microfilming  the  papers  of  the  Presi- 

13  dents:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $6,800; 

14  Government  Printing  Office:  Office  of  Superintendent 

15  of  Documents:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $168,150; 

16  Post  Office  Department 

17  (Out  of  postal  fund) 

18  “Administration,  regional  operation,  and  research”,  $4,- 

19  823,100; 

20  “Operations”,  $221,220,000; 

21  “Facilities”,  $600,300; 

22  Department  of  State 

23  International  organizations  and  conferences:  “Missions 

24  to  international  organizations”,  $98,200; 
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International  commissions : 

International  Boundary  and  Water  Commission, 
United  States  and  Mexico:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$49,000;  ’  •  M  * 

“American  sections,  international  commissions”, 
$16,800; 

“International  fisheries  commissions”,  $18,800; 
“Passamaquoddy  tidal  power  survey,  $6,600,  to 
remain  available  until  expended; 

Educational  exchange:  “International  educational  ex¬ 
change  activities”,  $300,000; 

Treasury  Department 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $222,- 
750; 

Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt:  “Administering  the  public 
debt”,  $1,332,900; 

Bureau  of  Narcotics :  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $280,550 ; 
United  States  Secret  Service: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $271,350; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  guard  force”,  $22,500; 
Coast  Guard:  “Retired  pay”,  $700,000. 

General  Provision 

Sec.  201.  Except  where  specifically  increased  or  de¬ 
creased  elsewhere  in  this  Act,  the  restrictions  contained 
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1  within  appropriations,  or  provisions  affecting  appropriations 

2  or  other  funds,  available  during  the  fiscal  year  1959,  limiting 

3  the  amounts  which  may  be  expended  for  personal  services, 

4  or  for  purposes  involving  personal  services,  or  amounts  which 

5  may  be  transferred  between  appropriations  or  authorizations 

6  available  for  or  involving  such  services,  are  hereby  increased 

7  to  the  extent  necessary  to  meet  increased  pay  costs  author- 

8  ized  by  or  pursuant  to  law. 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  March  24,  1959. 

Attest:  RALPH  R.  ROBERTS, 

Clerk. 
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86th  Congress 
1st  Session 


SENATE 


I 


Document 
No.  20 


PROPOSED  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS  AND 
OTHER  AUTHORIZATIONS— VARIOUS  AGENCIES  AND 
THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 


COMMUNICATION 

FROM 

THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 


TRANSMITTING 

PROPOSED  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS  AND  OTHER 
AUTHORIZATIONS  FOR  THE  FISCAL  YEAR  1959,  INVOLVING 
$12,845,526  IN  NEW  OBLIGATION AL  AUTHORITY  FOR  VARIOUS 
AGENCIES  AND  $264,300  FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 


April  7,  1959. — Read;  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered 

to  be  printed 


The  President  of  the  Senate. 


The  White  House, 
Washington,  April  7,  1959. 


Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  for  the  consideration 
of  the  Congress  proposed  supplemental  appropriations  and  other 
authorizations  for  the  fiscal  year  1959,  involving  $12,845,526  in  new 
obligational  authority  for  various  agencies  and  $264,300  for  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

The  details  of  these  proposed  appropriations,  the  necessity  therefor, 
and  the  reasons  for  their  submission  at  this  time  are  set  forth  in  the 
attached  letter  from  the  Acting  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
with  whose  comments  and  observations  thereon  I  concur. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Dwight  D.  Eisenhower. 


s.  Doe.  20,  86-1 
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PROPOSED  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1959 


Executive  Office  of  the  President, 

Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
Washington,  D.C.,  April  Jf,  1959. 

The  President, 

The  White  House. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  herewith  for  your  consideration 
proposed  supplemental  appropriations  and  other  authorizations  for 
the  fiscal  year  1959  in  the  following  amounts: 


Appropriations 
and  other 
authorizations 

Proposals  not 
increasing  total 
authorizations 

Federal  funds: 

$5, 043, 200 
25,  979, 268 

2, 360,  826 

$2, 475, 000 

33, 383,  294 
20,  537,  768 

2, 475, 000 
2,475,00ty 

Less  recommendations  not  increasing  new  obligational  authority _ 

Total  new  obligational  authority _ 

12,  845, 526 
264, 300 

\ 

Of  the  new  obligational  authority  recommended  for  the  executive 
branch  $2,163,500  is  to  cover  the  cost  of  wage-board  pay  increases 
which  have  been  approved  since  the  estimates  transmitted  February 
11,  1959  (H.  Doc.  58),  and  March  2,  1959  (H.  Doc.  90),  were  prepared; 
$1,400,000  is  for  refunds  under  Renegotiation  Act;  $1  million  is  for  con¬ 
struction  of  access  roads  to  certain  timber  areas  which  amount  will  be 
reimbursed  to  the  Treasury  from  increased  receipts;  and  $878,000  is  for 
various  other  needs.  The  recommendations  not  increasing  new  obli¬ 
gational  authority  include  $20  million  for  liquidation  of  prior  contract 
authorization  for  grants-in-aid  for  airports;  $2,475,000,  to  be  derived 
by  transfer,  for  acreage  allotments  and  marketing  quotas  and  to  meet 
the  rising  demand  for  timber;  and  $537,768  for  acquisition  of  property 
for  the  National  Park  Service. 

The  estimates  submitted  for  the  legislative  branch,  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  claims  for  damages  and  judgments  have  been  included 
without  revision,  and  I  make  no  observation  regarding  their  necessity. 
The  estimates  for  the  executive  branch  have  been  carefully  reviewed 
and  I  recommend  the  transmission  thereof  to  the  Congress  in  the* 
amounts  specified. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Elmer  B.  Staats, 

Acting  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 


ITEMS  INCLUDED  IN  THE  CONSOLIDATED  SUBMISSION 
OF  PROPOSED  SUPPLEMENTAL  AUTHORIZATIONS 


LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH 

Architect  of  the  Capitol:  Capitol  buildings  and  grounds: 

Additional  office  building  for  the  United  States  Senate _ 

Furniture  and  furnishings,  additional  Senate  Office  Building  _ 
Extension  of  the  Capitol _ 

INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 

Federal  Aviation  Agency:  Grants-in-aid  for  airports  (liquidation 

of  contract  authorization) _ 

National  Mediation  Board:  Arbitration  and  emergency  boards _ 

Veterans  Administration:  Inpatient  care _ 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Operating  expenses,  Public  Buildings  Service _ 

Refunds  under  Renegotiation  Act _ 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Foreign  Agriculture  Service:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 

Commodity  Stabilization  Service:  Acreage  allotments  and  market- 
ing'quotas _ 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Freedmen’s  Hospital:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 

Public  Health  Service: 

Hospitals  and  medical  care _ 

Construction  of  surgical  facilities _ 

Saint  Elizabeths  Hospital:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management: 

Management  of  lands  and  resources _ 

Construction _ - 

National  Park  Service:  Construction _ 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Bureau  of  Employment  Security:  Temporary  unemployment 
compensation _ 


TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

Bureau  of  Customs:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

(District  of  Columbia  Funds) 

Operating  expenses: 

Department  of  Public  Health _ 

Department  of  Public  Welfare - 

Claims  and  judgments - 


$750,  000 
293,  200 
4,  000,  000 


20,  000,  000 
100,  000 
1,  196,  000 


890,  000 
1,  400,  000 


(Language) 
(2,  375,  000) 


20,  500 

384,  000 
370,  000 
43,  000 


(100,  000) 
1,  000,  000 
537,  768 


(Language) 


38,  000 


(57,  300) 
(115,  000) 
(92,  000) 
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PROPOSED  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  195  9 


CLAIMS  FOR  DAMAGES  AND  JUDGMENTS 


Damage  claims:  Department  of  Defense: 

Department  of  the  Navy _  $2,  500 

Department  of  the  Air  Force _  63,  760 

Other  claims: 

Department  of  State _ _ _  2,  400 

Indian  Claims  Commission _  2,067,  166 

Judgments:  Court  of  Claims:  Department  of  Defense:  Department 

of  the  Army _ ! _ _  225,  000 


Total  claims  for  damages  and  judgments _  2,  360,  826 


Totals : 

Federal  funds _  33,  383,  294 

Less  recommendations  not  increasing  new  obligational 

authority _  20,  537,  768 


Total  new  obligational  authority _  12,  845,  526 

District  of  Columbia  funds _  (264,  300) 


DETAIL  OF  PROPOSED  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS 
FOR  FISCAL  YEAR  1959,  AND  FOR  OTHER  PURPOSES 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled,  That  the  following 
sums  are  appropriated  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  other¬ 
wise  appropriated,  to  supply  supplemental  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1959,  and  for  other  purposes,  namely: 

LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH 

Architect  of  the  Capitol 

CAPITOL  BUILDINGS  AND  GROUNDS 

Additional  Office  Building  for  the  United  States  Senate 
Construction  and  equipment  of  additional  Senate  Office  Building 

To  enable  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  under  the  direction  of  the 
Senate  Office  Building  Commission,  to  continue  to  provide  for  the 
construction  and  equipment  of  a  fireproof  office  building  for  the  use  of 
the  United  States  Senate,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Second  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  19  f  8  ( 62  Stat.  1029),  as 
amended  by  the  Legislative  Branch  Appropriation  Act,  1958  {71 
Stat.  252,  253),  $ 750,000 :  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein 
appropriated  shall  be  obligated  or  expended  for  construction  of  the  rear 
center  wing  of  said  building,  from  the  ground  floor  up,  provided  for 
under  the  building  plans  heretofore  approved  by  such  Commission: 
Provided  further,  That  the  amount  of  $ 23,446,000  fixed  by  the  Second 
Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  19 f 8  {62  Stat.  1029),  as  amended  by 
the  Legislative  Branch  Appropriation  Act,  1958  {71  Stat.  252,  253), 
as  the  limit  of  cost  for  construction  and  equipment  of  an  additional 
office  building  for  the  United  States  Senate  is  hereby  increased  by 
$750,000. 

Furniture  and  Furnishings,  Additional  Senate  Office  Building 

To  enable  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  under  the  direction  of  the 
Senate  Office  Building  Commission,  to  continue  to  provide  furniture 
and  furnishings  for  the  additional  office  building  for  the  United  States 
Senate,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  July  10,  1957 
{ Public  Law  85-93,  Eighty-fifth  Congress),  $293,200,  to  remain 
available  until  expended. 

Extension  of  the  Capitol 

To  enable  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  under  the  direction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  Extension  of  the  United  States  Capitol,  to  continue  to 
provide  for  the  extension,  reconstruction,  and  replacement  of  the  central 
portion  of  the  United  States  Capitol  and  other  improvements  authorized 
under  the  heading  “ Extension  of  the  Capitol”  in  the  Act  of  August  5, 

1955  {69  Stat.  515,  516),  as  amended,  $f  ,000,000. 

As  provided  by  statute,  the  foregoing  proposed  supplemental 
appropriations  for  the  legislative  branch  are  submitted  without 
change. 
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INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 
Federal  Aviation  Agency 

GRANTS-IN-AID  FOR  AIRPORTS  (LIQUIDATION  OF  CONTRACT 
AUTHORIZATION) 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Grants-in-aid  for  airports  (liquida¬ 
tion  of  contract  authorization)”,  $20,000,000,  to  remain  available 
until  expended. 

This  additional  amount  is  to  pay  obligations  incurred  under  existing 
contract  authorizations.  Based  upon  actual  experience  for  the  past 
several  months  and  forecasts  of  progress  on  projects  now  under  way 
payments  during  the  current  fiscal  year  are  now  expected  to  exceed 
previous  forecasts  by  $20  million. 

National  Mediation  Board 

ARBITRATION  AND  EMERGENCY  BOARDS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Arbitration  and  emergency 
boards”,  $100,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  provide  funds  for 
unanticipated  increases  in  workloads  for  special  boards  of  adjustment, 
arbitration  boards,  and  emergency  boards  so  that  disputes  hi  the  rail¬ 
road  and  airline  industries  can  be  resolved  without  interruption  of 
essential  transportation. 


Veterans  Administration 


H.  Doc. 

House 

Revised 

58 

page 

Heading 

document 

estimate 

estimate 

Increase 

16 

Inpatient  care . - _ _ 

$47, 455, 000 

$48,651,000 

$1,196,000 

This  additional  amount  is  to  meet  the  cost  of  increased  rates  of  pay 
for  wage-board  employees  whose  salaries  are  determined  in  accordance 
with  prevailing  rates.  It  covers  increases  allowed  during  the  period 
from  November  1,  1958,  to  February  28,  1959,  and  is  in  addition  to 
the  estimate  transmitted  to  the  Congress  on  February  11,  1959 
(H.  Doc.  58). 

On  March  27,  1959,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned,  pursuant 
to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  on  a  basis  which 
indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  estimate.  This  action  was 
reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
on  that  date. 


GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 


H.  Doc. 

House 

Revised 

90 

page 

Heading 

document 

estimate 

estimate 

Increase 

8 

Operating  expenses,  Public  Buildings  Service . 

$3,  544, 400 

$4, 434, 400 

$890,000 
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This  proposed  increase  is  to  meet  the  costs  of  wage-board  pay- 
increases  granted  January  11  through  March  22,  1959,  and  is  in 
addition  to  the  $3,544,400  contained  in  House  Document  90  trans¬ 
mitted  to  the  Congress  on  March  2,  1959. 

On  March  12,  1959,  this  appropriation  was  reapportioned,  pursuant 
to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  on  a  basis  which 
indicated  a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  estimate.  This  action  was 
reported  to  the  Congress  by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
on  that  date. 

Refunds  Under  Renegotiation  Act 

For  refunds  under  section  201(f)  of  the  Renegotiation  Act  of  1951 
(50  U.S.C.  App.  1231(f)),  $1,400,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  make  available  funds 
for  the  payment  of  rebates  and  refunds  pending  in  the  Tax  Court  of 
the  United  States,  the  Internal  Revenue  Service,  and  the  General 
Services  Administration. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Foreign  Agricultural  Service 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Subject  to  allocation  in  such  manner  as  may  now  or  hereafter  be 
prescribed  by  the  President,  foreign  currencies  which  have  accrued 
under  title  I  of  the  Agricultural  Trade  Development  and  Assistance 
Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1704),  maV  be  used  without  fiscal 
year  limitation  for  the  purposes  of  section  104(m)  of  that  Act,  including 
administrative  expenses  directly  related  thereto,  in  an  amount  not  to 
exceed  the  equivalent  of  $1,275,000. 

This  authorization  is  to  permit  the  use  of  foreign  currencies  accru¬ 
ing  under  title  I  of  the  Agricultural  Trade  Development  and  Assistance 
Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  for  the  U.S.  Government’s  participation  in 
(1)  the  World  Agriculture  Fair  to  be  held  in  New  Delhi,  India,  from 
December  1959  to  February  1960,  and  (2)  the  Rotterdam  Interna¬ 
tional  Horticultural  Exhibition  to  be  held  in  Rotterdam,  Netherlands, 
from  April  to  September  1960.  Funds  are  needed  now  to  plan  and 
start  work  on  the  U.S.  exhibits  for  these  fairs. 

Commodity  Stabilization  Service 
ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS  AND  MARKETING  QUOTAS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  "Acreage  allotments  and  marketing 
quotas”,  $2,375,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
for  “ Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959. 

This  proposed  transfer  is  to  cover  costs  incurred  under  Public 
Law  85-835,  approved  August  28,  1958.  Under  this  law  producers  of 
upland  cotton  may  elect  to  increase  their  base  allotments  for  cotton 
acreage  by  up  to  40  percent  coupled  with  a  15  percent  parity  reduction 
in  price  support.  Based  on  reports  of  participation,  it  is  expected  to 
be  necessary  to  check  acreage  allotment  compliance  on  about  5  million 
acres  more  than  can  be  checked  with  available  funds.  It  is  necessary 
that  funds  for  this  purpose  be  provided  as  soon  as  possible  so  that 
marketing  of  the  1959  cotton  crop  may  not  be  hampered. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 


Freedmen’s  Hospital 


H.  Doc. 
90 

page 

Heading 

House 

document 

estimate 

Revised 

estimate 

Increase 

10 

$116,000 

$136,  500 

$20,500 

This  increase  is  to  meet  the  cost  of  pay  increases  approved  January 
11,  1959,  for  wage-boarcl  employees  whose  salaries  are  determined  in 
accordance  with  prevailing  rates,  and  is  in  addition  to  the  estimate  of 
$116,000  transmitted  to  the  Congress  in  House  Document  90  on 
March  2,  1959. 

Public  Health  Service 

HOSPITALS  AND  MEDICAL  CARE  ^ 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Hospitals  and  medical  care”, 
$384,000;  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the 
amount  available  for  payments  for  medical  care  of  dependents  and 
retired  personnel  under  the  Dependents'  Medical  Care  Act  (37  U.S.C., 
ch.  7),  is  increased  from  “$1 ,866,000”  to  “$2,250,000'’ . 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  cover  the  cost  of 
an  increase  in  the  number  of  patients  hospitalized  under  the  authority 
of  the  Dependents’  Medical  Care  Act  above  the  level  anticipated  in 
the  1959  budget  and  an  increase  in  the  cost  of  hospitalization  of  these 
beneficiaries. 

This  amount  is  in  addition  to  the  estimate  of  $2,170,000  for  pay 
increases  transmitted  in  House  Document  90  on  March  2,  1959. 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  SURGICAL  FACILITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction  of  surgical  facilities”, 
$370,000,  which  together  with  funds  heretofore  appropriated  under  this 
head  shall  remain  available  until  expended. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  cover  an  increase 
in  the  estimated  cost  of  construction  of  the  surgical  facility  at  thei 
National  Institutes  of  Health  for  which  an  appropriation  of  $1,630,000' 
was  previously  made.  The  revised  estimate  of  cost  is  based  on  archi¬ 
tectural  plans  and  specifications  which  have  just  been  completed. 

Saint  Elizabeths  Hospital 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $43,000. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  includes  $19,000  to  meet 
the  cost  of  pay  increases  approved  January  11,  1959,  for  wage-board 
employees  whose  salaries  are  determined  in  accordance  with  prevailing 
rates  and  $24,000  to  offset  a  part  of  the  loss  of  reimbursements  to  the 
hospital  resulting  from  a  decline  in  the  number  of  reimbursable 
patients. 

This  submission  is  in  addition  to  the  estimate  of  $221,000  for  other 
pay  increases  transmitted  in  House  Document  90  on  March  2,  1959. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 

MANAGEMENT  OF  LANDS  AND  RESOURCES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Management  of  lands  and 
resources,  $100,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  Office  of  Minerals  Exploration,  fiscal 
year  1959. 

CONSTRUCTION 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction”,  $1,000,000, 
to  remain  available  until  expended. 

The  recent  completion  of  the  timber  inventory  on  the  Oregon  and 
California  Railroad  grant  lands  indicates  that  it  will  be  possible  to 
meet  to  some  degree  the  rising  demand  for  timber  by  offering  additional 
stumpage  for  sale  over  that  presently  programed.  Additional  receipts 
will  become  available  to  both  the  Federal  Treasury  and  the  Oregon 
counties.  The  $1  million  requested  for  "Construction”  will  accelerate 
the  access-road  program  and  will  be  reimbursed  to  the  Treasury  from 
funds  otherwise  payable  to  the  counties. 

National  Park  Service 

CONSTRUCTION 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction”,  $537,768,  to  remain 
available  until  expended:  Provided,  That  the  authority  contained  in 
sections  f  and  6  of  the  Federal- Aid  Highway  Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  92, 

93)  to  enter  into  contracts  for  construction  of  parkways  is  reduced  by  the 
amount  of  this  appropriation. 

This  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  is  to  enable  the  National 
Park  Service  to  acquire  certain  private  properties  within  the  bounda¬ 
ries  of  Mammoth  Cave  National  Park,  Ivy.  Agreement  has  been 
reached  with  the  owners,  and  the  acquisition  will  assist  in  orderly 
administration  and  development  of  this  popular  area.  The  proposal 
will  not  increase  total  new  obligational  authority  since  an  offsetting 
reduction  is  made  in  another  authorization. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 
Bureau  of  Employment  Security 

TEMPORARY  UNEMPLOYMENT  COMPENSATION 

The  appropriation  granted  under  this  head  in  chapter  II  of  the  Act 
of  June  13,  1958  ( Public  Law  85- 457),  shall  remain  available  until 
September  80,  1959,  for  carrying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Tem¬ 
porary  Unemployment  Compensation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended. 

Public  Law  85-457  provided  an  appropriation  of  $665,700,000  for  the 
cost  of  the  Temporary  Unemployment  Compensation  Act  of  1958, 
enacted  June  4,  1958.  Public  Law  86-7,  enacted  March  31,  1959. 
extended  the  temporary  unemployment  compensation  program  until 
June  30,  1959,  for  individuals  whose  eligibility  for  benefits  was  estab¬ 
lished  prior  to  April  1,  1959.  The  present  appropriation  is  adequate  to 
provide  funds  for  this  extension  but  expires  on  April  30,  1959.  This 
proposed  provision  is  to  extend  the  period  of  availability  of  the  existing 
appropriation  until  September  30,  1959.  While  benefits  will  not  be 
paid  for  weeks  of  unemployment  commencing  after  June  30,  1959, 
funds  will  be  required  after  that  date  for  proper  liquidation  of  the 
program . 

S.  Doc.  20,  86-1 - 2 
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TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 
Bureau  of  Customs 


H.  Doc. 

House 

Revised 

58 

page 

Heading 

document 

estimate 

estimate 

Increase 

39 

Salaries  and  expenses . . . . . . 

$4, 491, 000 

$4, 529,000 

$38,000 

This  increase  is  to  meet  the  cost  of  wage-board  pay  increases 
granted  since  January  1,  1959,  most  of  which  were  effective  March 
22,  1959,  and  is  in  addition  to  the  estimate  of  $4,491,000  transmitted 
to  the  Congress  in  House  Document  58  on  February  11,  1959. 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 
District  of  Columbia  Funds 


OPERATING  EXPENSE 


H.  Doc. 

House 

Revised 

90 

page 

Heading 

document 

estimate 

estimate 

Increase 

14 

Department  of  Public  Health _  _ _  _ 

$1, 879, 700 

$1, 937, 000 

$57, 300 

This  additional  amount  is  to  cover  an  increase  of  $0.16  in  the  per 
diem  reimbursement  rate  for  care  of  District  of  Columbia  patients  in 
Saint  Elizabeths  Hospital,  approved  effective  January  1,  1959.  For 
the  last  6  months  of  fiscal  year  1959  the  total  patient-day  cost  will  be 
increased  from  $6.75  per  patient-day  to  $6.91  per  patient-day.  This 
amount  is  in  addition  to  the  estimate  of  $1,879,700  transmitted  to  the 
Congress  in  House  Document  90  on  March  2,  1958. 


H.  Doc. 

House 

Revised 

58 

page 

Heading 

document 

estimate 

estimate 

Increase 

41 

Department  of  Public  Welfare _ 

$897, 200 

$1, 012, 200 

$115, 000 

This  amount  is  to  cover  the  cost  of  public-assistance  caseloads  which 
have  increased  an  average  of  73  cases  per  month  since  transmission  of 
the  estimate  of  $897,200  in  House  Document  58  on  February  11,  1959. 
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MISCELLANEOUS 


H.  Doc. 

House 

Revised 

58 

page 

Heading 

document 

estimate 

estimate 

Increase 

41 

Settlement  of  claims  and  suits . . 

$20, 197 

$24,131 

$3, 934 

42 

Judgments _  _ 

30, 219 

118, 285 

88, 066 

(Delete  the  paragraph  and  tabulation  under  the  head  “Judg¬ 
ments”  on  page  42  of  House  Document  58  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following:) 

For  the  payment  of  final  judgments  rendered  against  the  District 
of  Columbia,  as  set  forth  in  Senate  Document  Numbered  20  (Eighty- 
sixth  Congress),  $118,285,  together  with  such  further  sums  as  may 
be  necessary  to  pay  the  interest  at  not  exceeding  4  per  centum  per 
annum  on  such  judgments,  as  provided  by  law,  from  the  date  the 
same  became  due  until  the  date  of  payment. 


Amount  of 
judgment 

Costs 

Total 

Robert  H.  Jones  v.  District  of  Columbia.,  _ 

$5, 000 
15, 000 

$5, 000 

15',  000 
107 

$107 

81 

81 

Dennett  v.  District  of  Columbia _  _ 

10, 000 

31 

10, 031 
67 

District  of  Columbia  v.  Ben  Lar  Associates _ _ 

67 

60, 000 

173 

192 

60,192 

179 

Albert  M.  White  &  Imperial  Ins.  Co.  v.  District  of  Co- 

6 

Eastern  Dispensary  &  Casualty  Hospital  to  its  own  use 
and  to  the  use  of  Boston  Ins.  Co.  v.  District  of  Colum- 

2, 128 

4 

2, 132 

Prosressive  Builders,  Inc.  v.  District  of  Columbia _ 

6,620 
10, 000 
8,500 

131 

6',  751 
10, 000 
8,745 

245 

Total _  _ 

117, 421 

864 

118, 285 

These  increases  are  to  provide  funds  for  the  settlement  of  claims  and 
suits  and  judgments  and  costs  adjudicated  since  the  transmission  to 
the  Congress  of  House  Document  58  on  February  11,  1959. 

CLAIMS  FOR  DAMAGES  AND  JUDGMENTS 

For  payment  of  claims  for  damages  as  settled  and  determined 
by  departments  and  agencies  in  accord  with  law  and  judgments 
rendered  against  the  United  States  by  United  States  district  courts 
and  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims,  as  set  forth  in  Senate 
Document  Numbered  20,  Eighty-sixth  Congress,  $2,360,826, 
together  with  such  amounts  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  interest 
(as  and  when  specified  in  such  judgments  or  provided  by  law)  and 
such  additional  sums  due  to  increases  in  rates  of  exchange  as  may 
be  necessary  to  pay  claims  in  foreign  currency:  Provided,  That  no 
judgment  herein  appropriated  for  shall  be  paid  until  it  shall  have 
become  final  and  conclusive  against  the  United  States  by  failure  of 
the  parties  to  appeal  or  otherwise:  Provided  further,  That,  unless 
otherwise  specifically  required  by  law  or  by  the  judgment,  payment 
of  interest  wherever  appropriated  for  herein  shall  not  continue  for 
more  than  thirty  days  after  the  date  of  approval  of  this  Act. 
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DETAIL  OF  PROPOSED  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION 
TO  PAY  CERTAIN  CLAIMS  FOR  DAMAGES  AND  JUDG¬ 
MENTS  RENDERED  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES, 
TO  BE  PAID  OUT  OF  THE  GENERAL  FUND  OF  THE 
TREASURY  UNLESS  OTHERWISE  INDICATED 

DAMAGE  CLAIMS 
Department  of  Defense 
department  of  the  navy 

Department  of  the  Navy, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington  25,  D.C.,  April  2,  1959. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  Washington ,  D.C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Stans:  In  accordance  with  title  10,  United  States  { 
Code,  section  2733,  enacted  August  10,  1956  (70A  Stat,  153,  as  amended 
by  Public  Law  85-729,  72  Stat.  813,  enacted  Aug.  23,  1958),  which 
provides  for  the  settlement  of  claims  for  damage  to,  or  loss  or  destruc¬ 
tion  of,  property,  or  personal  injury  or  death,  caused  by  military 
personnel  or  civilian  employees  acting  within  the  scope  of  their 
employment,  or  otherwise  incident  to  the  noncombat  activities  of  the 
Department  of  the  Navy,  this  Department  has  considered,  ascer¬ 
tained,  adjusted,  and  determined  in  an  amount  in  excess  of  $5,000,  the 
claim  set  forth  below  for  damage  to  property  as  hereinafter  specified. 

The  claim  arose  in  1958  and  was  presented  in  writing  within  the 
statutory  period  provided  for  in  the  act.  The  amount  found  due  the 
claimants,  which  they  have  agreed  to  accept  in  full  satisfaction  and 
final  settlement  of  their  claim,  is  hereby  certified  as  having  been 
determined  to  be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the  provisions  of 
the  act  for  report  to  the  Congress  for  its  consideration  and  it  is  recom¬ 
mended  that  it  be  submitted  to  the  Congress  for  an  appropriation  for 
the  payment  thereof.  A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the 
claim,  the  amount  claimed,  and  the  amount  reported,  follows: 

Sheridan  F.  and  Daisy  M.  Danks,  post  office  Box  292,  Seville,  Fla.  On  June  2. 
1958,  U.S.  Navy  A3D-2  jet  aircraft,  Bu.  No.  138949,  while  being  piloted  by  a  I 
naval  aviator  on  a  duly  authorized  flight,  sustained  control  loss  in  the  air  near 
Seville,  Fla.,  for  a  reason  or  reasons  unknown.  As  a  result  of  loss  of  control  of  the 
aircraft,  it  crashed  near  the  residence  of  the  claimants.  As  a  result  of  the  conse¬ 
quent  explosion  and  fire,  real  and  personal  property  of  the  claimants,  at  Seville, 
Fla.,  was  damaged  in  the  amount  of  $7,500.  The  claimants  have  agreed  to  accept 
the  sum  of  $7,500  in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement  of  their  claim.  Partial 
payment  of  their  claim  in  the  amount  of  $5,000  has  already  been  made;  the  amount 
in  excess  of  $5,000  is  $2,500. 

Amount  claimed,  $7,500;  amount  reported,  $2,500. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Richard  Jackson, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  AIR  FORCE 


Department  of  the  Air  Force, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  March  10,  1959. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Dear  Mr.  Director:  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  title 
10,  United  States  Code,  section  2733,  this  Department  has  considered, 
ascer tamed,  adjusted,  and  determined  in  an  amount  in  excess  of 
$5,000  a  claim  for  property  damage  and  personal  injuries  as  herein¬ 
after  specified. 

The  claim  arose  on  September  17,  1958,  and  was  presented  within 
the  prescribed  time.  The  claimant  is  Mrs.  Oda  Holland,  Route  No. 
4,  Box  279,  Lake  Charles,  La.  The  amount  found  due  the  claimant 
is  $9,163.37.  Claimant  has  agreed  in  writing  to  accept  the  award 
in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement  of  her  claim. 

The  claim  is  hereby  certified  as  being  of  the  character  contemplated 
by  the  provisions  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  section  2733  for 
report  to  the  Congress  for  its  consideration  and  appropriation  of 
funds  for  the  payment  thereof. 

A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the  amount  claimed, 
and  the  amount  reported  follows: 

On  September  17,  1958,  a  U.S.  Air  Force  aircraft,  during  an  authorized  mission, 
crashed  near  Gillis,  La.,  inflicting  personal  injuries  upon  and  destroying  the 
house  and  personal  property  of  Mrs.  Oda  Holland,  for  which  injuries  and 
destruction  claim  has  been  made. 

Amount  claimed,  $10,441.08;  amount  reported,  $9,163.37. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Lyle  S.  Garlock, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 


Department  of  the  Air  Force, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  March  18,  1959. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Dear  Mr.  Director:  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  title  10, 
United  States  Code,  section  2733,  this  Department  has  considered, 
ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined  in  an  amount  in  excess  of 
$5,000,  a  claim  for  damage  to  property  as  hereinafter  specified. 

The  incident  which  gave  rise  to  the  claim  occurred  on  February  17, 
1958.  The  claimant  is  Joseph  L.  Shepro,  R.F.D.  No.  2,  Temple  Hill 
Road,  Newburgh,  N.Y.  The  amount  found  due  the  claimant  is 
$6,077.80,  which  amount  the  claimant  has  agreed  in  writing  to  accept 
in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement  of  his  claim. 

Under  the  authority  of  paragraph  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  section  2733,  the  claimant  was  paid  the  sum  of  $5,000  by 
administrative  means. 

Accordingly,  the  balance  of  the  award  found  due  Joseph  L.  Shepro, 
in  the  amount  of  $1,077.80,  is  hereby  certified  as  having  been  deter¬ 
mined  to  be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the  provisions  of  title 
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10  of  the  United  States  Code  for  report  to  the  Congress  for  its  con¬ 
sideration  and  appropriation  of  funds  for  the  payment  thereof. 

A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the  amount  claimed, 
the  amoimt  awarded,  the  amount  of  the  administrative  partial  pay¬ 
ment  and  the  amount  reported,  follows : 

On  February  17,  1958,  a  U.S.  Air  Force  T-33  type  aircraft,  while  on  an  author¬ 
ized  mission,  crashed  near  Newburgh,  N.Y.,  causing  damage  to  the  place  of  busi¬ 
ness  of  Joseph  L.  Shepro  for  which  claim  is  made. 

Amount  claimed,  $7,376.26;  amount  awarded,  $6,077.80. 

Administrative  partial  payment,  $5,000;  amount  reported,  $1,077.80. 


Sincerely  yours. 


Lyle  S.  Garlock, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 


Department  of  the  Air  Force, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washington,  March  23,  1959. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Dear  Mr.  Director:  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  title  10, 
United  States  Code,  section  2733,  this  Department  has  considered, 
ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined  in  an  amount  in  excess  of 
$5,000,  a  claim  for  wrongful  death,  as  hereinafter  specified. 

The  incident  which  gave  rise  to  the  claim  occurred  on  December  18, 
1957.  The  claimants  are  Jimmy  Mitchell  and  Jean  Ann  Glasco, 
minors,  by  and  through  their  guardian,  Mr.  Adger  Lee  James  of 
Albany,  Ga.  The  amount  found  due  the  claimants  is  $20,000,  which 
amount  claimants  have  agreed  in  writing  to  accept  in  full  satisfaction 
and  final  settlement  of  their  claim. 

Under  the  authority  of  paragraph  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code, 
section  2733,  claimants  Jimmy  Mitchell  and  Jean  Ann  Glasco  were 
paid  the  sum  of  $5,000  by  administrative  means. 

Accordingly,  the  balance  of  the  award  found  due  Jimmy  Mitchell 
and  Jean  Ann  Glasco,  in  the  amount  of  $15,000,  is  hereby  certified  as 
having  been  determined  to  be  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the 
provisions  of  title  10  of  the  United  States  Code  for  report  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  for  its  consideration  and  appropriation  of  funds  for  the  payment 
thereof.  It  is  recommended  that  the  check  be  made  out  jointly  to 
Jimmy  Mitchell  and  Jean  Ann  Glasco,  by  and  through  their  guardian, 
Mr.  Adger  Lee  James,  Albany,  Ga.,  and  that  the  check  be  sent  to 
Mr.  Asa  D.  Kelley,  Jr.,  Attorney  at  Law,  Post  Office  Box  3080, 
Albany,  Ga. 

A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the  amount  claimed, 
the  amount  awarded,  the  amount  of  the  administrative  partial  pay¬ 
ment  and  the  amount  reported,  follows: 


On  December  18,  1957,  a  U.S.  Air  Force  F-100  aircraft,  in  taking  off  on  an 
authorized  mission,  crashed  at  Turner  Air  Force  Base,  Ga.  Both  Sergeant 
Mitchell  and  the  claimants’  mother,  Mrs.  Beatrice  Frances  Mitchell,  were  sprayed 
with  flaming  jet  fuel  and  died  shortly  thereafter  from  the  burns.  The  wrongful 
death  of  Mrs.  Mitchell  is  the  matter  for  which  this  claim  was  made. 

Amount  claimed,  $150,000;  amount  awarded,  $20,000. 

Administrative  partial  payment,  $5,000;  amount  reported,  $15,000. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Lyle  S.  Garlock, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 


PROPOSED  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  195  9 


15 


Department  of  the  Air  Force, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washington,  March  26,  1959. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director  oj  the  Bureau  oj  the  Budget. 

Dear  Mr.  Director:  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  title  10, 
United  States  Code,  section  2733,  this  Department  has  considered, 
ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined  in  an  amount  in  excess  of 
$5,000  a  claim  for  damage  to  property  as  hereinafter  specified. 

The  claim  arose  on  September  3,  1957,  and  was  presented  within 
the  prescribed  time.  The  claimant  is  Humble  Oil  &  Refining  Co., 
1200  Main  Street,  Houston  1,  Tex.  The  amount  found  due  the  claim¬ 
ant  is  $21,985.92,  which  is  the  full  amount  claimed. 

The  claim  is  hereby  certified  as  being  of  the  character  contemplated 
by  the  provisions  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  section  2733  for 
report  to  the  Congress  for  its  consideration  and  appropriation  of  funds 
I  for  the  payment  thereof. 

A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the  amount  claimed, 
and  the  amount  reported  follows: 


On  September  3,  1957,  an  engine  of  a  U.S.  Air  Force  aircraft  on  an  authorized 
training  flight,  caught  fire  and  exploded  in  midair  near  Danbury,  Brazoria  County, 
Tex.  The  aircraft  crashed  and  exploded  causing  the  destruction  of  the  claimant’s 
oil  storage  tanks  and  equipment  used  in  producing  oil. 

Amount  claimed,  $21,985.92;  amount  reported,  $21,985.92. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Lyle  S.  Garlock, 
Assistant  Secretary  oj  the  Air  Force. 


Department  of  the  Air  Force, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washington ,  March  26,  1959. 

Hon.  M  aurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  oj  the  Budget. 

Dear  Mr.  Director:  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  title  10, 
United  States  Code,  section  2733,  this  Department  has  considered, 
ascertained,  adjusted,  and  determined,  in  an  amount  in  excess  of 
$5,000,  a  claim  for  damage  to  property,  as  hereinafter  specified. 

The  incident  which  gave  rise  to  the  claim  occurred  on  September 
21,  1956.  The  claimants  are  Rena  Hughes  and  Samuel  Hughes, 
Post  Office  Box  76,  Lytle  Creek,  Calif.,  and  Pennsylvania  Fire  Insur¬ 
ance  Co.,  541  South  Spring  Street,  Los  Angeles  13,  Calif.,  subrogee. 
The  amount  found  due  Rena  Hughes  and  Samuel  Hughes  is  $12,532.15 
and  the  amount  found  due  Pennsylvania  Fire  Insurance  Co.  is  $9,000. 
Rena  and  Samuel  Hughes  have  agreed  in  writing  to  accept  the  award 
in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement  of  their  claim.  The  subrogee 
is  awarded  the  full  amount  claimed. 

Under  the  authority  of  paragraph  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code, 
section  2733,  Rena  and  Samuel  Hughes  were  paid  the  sum  of  $5,000 
by  administrative  means. 

Accordingly,  the  balance  of  the  award  found  due  Rena  and  Samuel 
Hughes  in  the  amount  of  $7,532.15,  and  the  award  found  due  the 
Pennsylvania  Fire  Insurance  Co.  in  the  amount  of  $9,000,  are  hereby 
certified  as  having  been  determined  to  be  of  the  character  contem¬ 
plated  by  the  provisions  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  section  2733, 
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for  report  to  the  Congress  for  its  consideration  and  appropriation  of 
funds  for  the  payments  thereof. 

It  is  recommended  that  separate  checks  be  issued  to  Rena  Hughes 
and  Samuel  Hughes  in  tne  amount  of  $7,532.15,  and  to  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Fire  Insurance  Co.  in  the  amount  of  $9,000. 

A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of  the  claim,  the  amount  claimed, 
the  amount  awarded,  the  amount  of  the  administrative  partial  pay¬ 
ment,  and  the  amount  reported,  follows: 


On  September  21,  1956,  a  U.S.  Air  Force  F-100  type  aircraft,  on  a  regularly 
authorized  training  mission,  went  out  of  control  and  crashed  in  the  vicinity  of 
Mount  McKinley,  San  Bernardino  County,  Calif.  The  resulting  forest  fire  con¬ 
sumed  the  house  and  furniture  owned  by  Rena  and  Samuel  Hughes  for  which 
damage  claim  has  been  presented. 

Amount  claimed,  $24,826.59;  amount  awarded,  $21,532.15. 

Administrative  partial  payment,  $5,000;  amount  reported,  $16,532.15. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Lyle  S.  Garlock, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 


OTHER  CLAIMS 


Department  of  State 

Treasury  Department, 
Washington,  April  2,  1959. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 

Washington,  D.G. 

Dear  Mr.  Stans:  The  Secretary  of  State  has  certified  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Treasury,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  sections 
2  and  3  of  Public  Law  680,  approved  August  27,  1954,  that  fines  were 
paid  to  foreign  governments  by  owners  of  certain  vessels  under 
circumstances  set  forth  in  section  2  of  the  act. 

The  act  quoted  provides  that  in  any  case  where  a  vessel  of  the 
United  States  is  seized  by  a  foreign  country  under  conditions  of  the  act 
a  fine  must  be  paid  in  order  to  secure  the  prompt  release  of  the 
vessel  and  crew;  the  owners  of  the  vessel  shall  be  reimbursed  by  the  i 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  the  amount  certified  to  him  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  as  being  the  amount  of  the  fine  actually  paid;  and  such 
amounts  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  act 
are  authorized  to  be  appropriated. 

Based  on  the  certification  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  I  certify  that 
the  amounts  due  the  claimants,  as  set  forth  below,  are  legal  claims 
and  recommend  that  they  be  submitted  to  Congress  for  appropria¬ 
tion  for  the  payment  thereof. 


Name  of  vessel 

Government 

Claimant 

Amount 

Date  certified 
to  Treasury 

Valley  Sun . . . 

Mexican . . 

Oliver  J.  Clark _ 

$1,200 

1,200 

Mar.  4, 1959 
Mar.  11, 1969 

Ann  Carinhas . . _ _ _ 

_ do _ 

Frances  J.  Carinhas . 

Total .  _  .  .... 

2,400 

Very  truly  yours, 


W.  L.  Johnson, 
Budget  Officer,  Treasury. 
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Treasury  Department, 
Washington,  April  2,  1959. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  oj  the  Budget, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Stans:  An  appropriation  will  be  required  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  a  judgment  presented  to  this  Department  which  has  been 
rendered  by  the  Indian  Claims  Commission  in  the  amount  of 
$2,067,166,  in  favor  of  the  Kiowa,  Comanche,  and  Apache  Tribes  of 
Indians,  as  set  forth  on  schedule  A-l  attached.  This  amount  may 
be  established  in  an  appropriation  uuder  the  Treasury  Department. 
Very  truly  yours, 

W.  L.  Johnson, 

Budget  Officer,  Treasury. 


|  SCHEDULE  A-I 

Judgment  rendered  by  the  Indian  Claims  Commission  against  the  United  States — 
Treasury  Department,  Fiscal  Service,  Bureau  of  Accounts,  Budget  and  Adminis¬ 
trative  Accounts  Branch 


Docket 

No. 

Claimant 

Amount 

Date  of  final 
award 

Presented  to 
Treasury 

Nature  of  claim 

32 

Kiowa,  Comanche,  and  Apache 
Tribes  of  Indians. 

$2, 067, 166 

July  18,1957 

Mar.  5, 1959 

Additional  com¬ 
pensation  for 
land  acquired 
by  United  States 
in  1900. 

JUDGMENTS 

Treasury  Department, 
Washington,  April  2,  1959. 

Hon.  Maurice  H.  Stans, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Stans:  An  appropriation  will  be  required  for  the  pay- 
fment  of  a  judgment  of  over  $100,000  presented  to  this  Department, 
which  has  been  rendered  by  the  Court  of  Claims,  in  the  amount  of 
$225,000,  together  with  such  amounts  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay 
indefinite  interest  costs  as  follows: 

Court  of  Claims:  Payable  from  the  general  fund  (schedule  B) _ $225,  000 

This  amount  is  itemized  by  Department  in  the  appended  schedule. 
It  is,  of  course,  understood  that  the  judgment  shall  not  be  paid  until 
the  right  of  appeal  has  expired. 

Very  truly  yours, 

W.  L.  Johnson, 

Budget  Officer,  Treasury. 
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CONGRESSIONAL  ! 
PROCEEDINGS  J 

.REST  fO  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  [ 


CONTENTS 


Issued 
For  actions  of 


OFFICE  OF 
BUDGET  AND  FINANCE 

(For  Department 
Staff  Only) 

April  20,  1959 . 
April  17  &  18,  19j 
86th-lst,  No.  58, 


Adjournment . . \ . . 8 

Appropriations. . .  A... 1,10 
Budget, . . ,  „ . \ • . .  ,5 

Dairy . Xi.ll 

Electrification, .....  .3 

Farm  program . «..,5,\4 

Flood  control,. 

Foreign  affairs. ....... ,13 

Industrial  uses... . ,14 

OrSt  rrteS‘"* . ‘t  . . . >11  Stookp/le.  7 

Minerals,  . . ,15  ReclXm.tion, . . , ,  9  y/atdr, . 12 

HIGHLIGHTS  j  Senate  committee  reported:  second  -.suoplement^l  appropriation  bill, 

no^Ja°aeTrTQmSed  i^creased  distribution  of  surplus  foids  to  needy.  Sen,  Humphrey 
c  amended.  JSDA  surplus  removal  programXor  eggs.,  Ser^  Capehart  introduced  and 
aisucssed  with  other  Senators  his  farm  bidl0 


D- 


SENATE  -  April  \7 


1,  APPROPRIATIONS,  The  Appropriations  Committee  ordered  reported  with  amendments 

H»  R>  5916,  the  second  supplemental  appropriation  bill  for  1959*  p.  D257 

2,  SURPLUS  FOODS,  Sen,  Cooper  commended  this  Department's  announcement  "to  buy 

dried  eggs  for  distribution  to  needy  families  in  Kentucky  hjid  other  States/1 
urged  that  the  prograjn  be  extended  to  the  distribution  of  ou^er  surplus  foods, 
and  stated  that  he  hXped  "that  within  a  few  days  we  will  see  Ojore  and  more  of 
the  surplus  foods  ax  the  country  channeled  to  the  needy  families  in  my  own  State 
and  in  other  States,,  who  desperately  need  those  foods."  p,  5585\ 

Sen,  Humphry  stated  he  was  "very  happy  today  to  invite  attention  to  the 
fact  that  Secretary  of  Agriculture  Benson  finally  has  stepped  up  Go\rernment  egg 
buying,  using  section  32  funds  for  a  surplus  removal  program,  as  autkprized  by 
law,"  inserted  the  Department's  announcement  of  a  surplus  removal  pro^X^rc  for 
eggs,  and/stated  that  the  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee  "should  urXertake 
a  full  s-uudy  of  the  poultry  and  egg  industry  to  discover  the  causes  for  t^e 
evident;  economic  imbalance  and  to  explore  possible  corrective  action."  pp .5577-8 

3*  ELECTRIFICATION,  Sen.  Dworshak  commended  the  completion  of  an  REA  steam  electric 
station  in  Puerto  Rico,  and  inserted  the  address  of  REA  Administrator  Hamil  at\ 
/the  seminar  program  dedicating  the  station,  "The  Rural  Electrification  Program  ' 
in  the  United  States."  pp.  5559-60 


-2 


lw  INTEREST  RATES,  Sen,  P’roxmire  expressed  his  concern  over  "the  increase  ir/in- 
terest  rates"  and  inserted  two  articles  discussing  the  situation,  pp.  |?55U-6 


\ 


5©  BUDGET:;  FARM  PROGRAM,  Sen.  Bush  inserted  an  article,  "Action  Now  Can /Stop  In- 
flatidn,"  urging  that  the  budget  be  balanced  and  that  "the  farm  policy  must  be 
change d\to  stop  the  drain  on  the  public,"  pp.,  5539-Ul 

*  \ 

6*  FLOOD  CONTROL.  Received  from  the  Department  of  the  Army  a  proposed  bill  "autho¬ 
rising  additional  appropriations  for  prosecution  of  projects  in  certain  com¬ 
prehensive  riyer  basin  plans  for  flood  control,  navigation,  ^nd  other  purposes" 5 
to  Public  Works  Committee©  p„  553U 


7*  STOCKPILE,,.  Received  from  OCDM  a  statistical  supplement  to/ the  stockpile  report. 

p.  553U  X 


8*  RECESSED  until  Mon«,  Afcr.  20*  p.  5588 


HOUSE  -  April  17 


RECLAMATION o  The  Irrigation  Vnd  Reclamation  Subcommittee  of  the  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs  Committee  ordered  reported  with  amendment  H.  R.  5687,  to  autho¬ 
rize  the  construction  of  the  Sa$  Luis  unit  9/  the  Central  Valley  project,  Calif 

p.  D259 


SENATE 


'il  18 


10.  SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL /XT he  Appropriations  Committee  reported 
with  amendments  this  bill,  H.  R.  5916,  ijhder  an  order  granted  Frio,  Apr.  17 • 
Copies  of  the  bill,  and  report,  are  not  yet^available© 


CTEMS  IN  APPEND] 


11.  DAIRY;  MONOPOLY e  Sen,  Kefauy4r  inserted  his  speebh  before  the  Nat’l  Independent 
Daily  Ass’n,  explaining  his  and  Rep.  Patman *s  bili\  the  underlying  philosophy  t 


which  is  that  "price  discriminations  which  substantially  lessen  competition  or 
tend  to  create  a  monopoly  are  as  detrimental  to  the  public  interest  when  accomp¬ 
lished  in  good  faith  a/  they  are  when  done  in  bad  faiti^,"  and  commending  the 
Ass’n  for  its  support/of  the  bill,  pp,  A3173“'5 


12.  WATER.  Sen.  Curtis  /Inserted  a  speech  by  Clarence  Ac  Davis Xformer  Solicitor  and 
Under  Secretary  of  Interior,  "Federal  Encroachment  on  StateX^ater  Rights."  pp. 
A3 176-81. 


13.  FOREIGN  AFFAIR^.  Sen.  Humphrey  inserted  a  speech  by  Rep.  BowlesV  "A  Long  Look 
at  China,"  reviewing  China’s  economic,  agricultural,  and  political  development 
and  urging /less  emphasis  on  regimes  and  more  on  people"  and  someXlevice  "to 
distributer  surplus  food  more  effectively"  in  relation  to  underdeveloped  areas, 
pp.  A3185-8 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 


,1  „  /by  Sen.  Capehart, 

lu.  FARM/ PROGRAM.  S.  1722/ to  reduce  temporarily  the  production  of  farm  commodities 
through  the  storage  of  surplus  acreage,  to  discontinue  certain  sales  of  acctSpu- 
:ated  surplus  stocks  of  such  commodities,  and  to  provide  for  programs  of  stuc 
and  research  for  the  purpose  of  finding  new  industrial  uses  for  such  commodities. 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  Senate  committee  reported, \on  Apir.  18,  second  supplemental  .appropri¬ 
ation  bill.  House  passed  bill  to  provide\f<4r  centennial  celebration  of  establish¬ 
ment  oj.  USDA  and  land-grant  colleges.  ReipOvCoad  discussed  his  farm  plan  to  insure 
fair  farm  prices  and  reduce  surpluses.  /enabe  passed  measure  to  establish  com¬ 
mittee  to  study  water  resources.  Repy' Johnsop.  Wis.,  and  McGovern  introduced  and 
discussed  food- for-peace  bills.  ' 


Milk . . . 

Ret  i/pnip-pr  .  .  . 

23 
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River  compact . . 
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1 

Researcny . / 

Wildlife, . . 

SENATE 


1.  WATER  RESOURCES.  Agreed/to  with  amendments  S.  Res.  48\to  establish  a  select 

Senate  committee  to  st/dy  the  development  and  coordination  of  the  w ater  re¬ 
sources  of  the  U.  S. /The  committee  is  to  be  composed  of  members  each  from 

the  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  Public  Works,  Interstate  \nd  Foreign  Commerce, 
and  Agriculture  aj<a  Forestry  Committees,  pp,  5644-50 

2.  FORESTRY.  Seny4lansf ield  urged  early  consideration  by  the  Interior  and  Insular 

Affairs  and  t me  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committees  of  the  proposed  program 
for  the  nat/onal  forests  recently  submitted  by  the  Secretary,  and  inserted  an 
editcrial/"A  Program  for  Vast  Growth  of  Forest  Products  Industry."  pp.  5611-2 

3.  BUDGET./  Sen.  Bridges  criticized  proposals  for  increased  Federal  expenditures, 

urgec Y  that  the  budget  be  balanced,  and  inserted  a  table  showing  Federal  ex- 
peiy/Ltures  from  1946  to  1959.  pp.  5601-3 

Sen.  Javits  inserted  a  N.  *  resolution  opposing  "any  measures  which  would 
xtend  Federal  expenditures  beyond  the  limits  imposed  by  the  budget  submitted 
to  the  Congress  by  the  President."  p.  5593 


4.  SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  The  Appropriations  Committee  reported, 
on  Apr.  18,  with  amendments  this  bill,  H.  R.  5916  (S.  Report  207),  Action  on 
items  for  this  Department  is  indicated  on  the  attached  table.  Following  are 
excerpts  from  the  Committee  Report: 

Increased  Pay  Costs 

"The  total  amount  of  increased  pay  costs  for  the  fiscal  year  1959  for  all  de¬ 
partments  and  agencies  of  Government  was  $1,059,528,948.  The  departments  and 
agencies  WQre  able  to  absorb  by  administrative  action  a  total  of  $379,619,918, 
or  36  percent.  The  Senate  was  requested  to  provide  an  additional  $679,909,030 
in  the  form  of  appropriations,  transfer  authority,  and  limitation  increases. 

The  House  has  allowed  a  total  of  $640,524,094  in  the  form  of  appropriations, 
transfer  authority,  and  limitation  increases.  The  House  reduction  was  general¬ 
ly  a  10-percent  reduction  with  certain  exemptions  from  the  reduction.  The 
committee  was  advised  that  the  House  reduction  which  would  have  to  be  absorbed 
within  the  last  2  months  of  the  fiscal  year  would  disrupt  and  delay  programs, 
increase  work  backlogs,  defer  recruitment  on  essential  safety  and  defense  pro¬ 
grams,  postpone  needed  procurement,  deny  travel  funds  on  investigation  and 
supervisory  work,  and  otherwise  interfere  with  the  orderly  and  economical  ( 
transaction  of  Government  business.  In  view  of  this  information,  the  com¬ 
mittee  has  recommended  granting  the  restoration  requests.  The  increase  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  committee  totals  $27,682,343  of  appropriations,  transfers,  and 
limitation  increases,  including  $2,163,500  submitted  directly  to  the  Senate 
after  the  bill  passed  the  House. 

Agricultural  Research  Service 

Salaries  and  Expenses 

Research 


’’The  committee  recommends  an  appropriation  of  $100,000  to  initiate  research 
work  on  humane  slaughter  methods.  This  is  the  amount  of  the  supplemental  esti¬ 
mate.  The  House  denied  the  budget  request  and  suggested  that  the  item  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  connection  with  the  regular  appropriation  bill,  1960.  (  ; 

"The  committee  believes  that  the  research  work  required  of  the  Department  to 
carry  out  responsibilities  imposed  upon  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  by  the 
enactment  of  Public  Law  85-765,  should  rot  be  delayed,  and  for  this  reason 
has  approved  the  budget  request  and  inserted  language  in  the  bill  which  will 
authorize  the  alteration  of  the  meat  laboratory  at  Beltsville  *  *  * 

Foreign  Agricultural  Service 

Salaries  and  Expenses 

Language  Proviso 

"The  committee  recommends  the  approval  of  the  supplemental  request  contained 
in  Senate  Document  20,  for  authorization  to  use  the  equivalent  of  $1,275,000 
of  foreign  currencies,  under  section  104(m)  of  the  Agricultural  Trade  Develop¬ 
ment  and  Assistance  Act  of  1954,  as  amended.  The  committee  recommendation 
will  authorize  U.  S.  participation  in  the  World  Agriculture  Fair,  New  Delhi, 
India,  scheduled  for  December  1959  to  February  1960,  to  cost  $1,125,000;  and 
participation  in  the  Rotterdam  International  Horticultural  Exhibition, 
Rotterdam,  Netherlands,  scheduled  for  April  to  September  1960  to  cost  $100,000. 


r_3_- 


i 


Forest  Service 


Forest  Land  Management 

"The  committee  recommends  the  allowance  of  the  supplemental  request  of  a  direct 
appropriation  of  $9,893,800  and  the  transfer  from  other  appropriations  of 
$5,432,200  to  provide  for  a  total  of  $15,326,000  for  this  appropriation.  The 
funds  recommended  are  for  the  following  activities: 

"Fire  fighting,  $8,500,000. --These  funds  are  required  to  meet  the  cost  of 
fighting  forest  fires  on  national  forest  lands  throughout  the  country. 

"Forest  land  development,  $2,500 ,000. --These  funds  are  for  the  development  of 
national  forests,  including  the  construction  of  structural  improvements  and 
recreational  areas,  in  those  areas  of  the  country  that  are  especially  burdened 
with  unemployment,  where  such  work  will  be  of  benefit  to  our  national  forests 
from  the  standpoint  of  conservation. 

■>  "Increased  pay  costs,  $4,326,000. --The  committee  action  on  this  request  is  in 
accord  with  its  general  policy  on  increased  pay  costs  explained  on  page  2  of 
this  report. 

"The  committee  recommends  the  allowance  of  $500,000  for  the  construction  of 
forest  roads  and  trails  in  those  areas  of  the  country  that  are  especially 
burdened  with  unemployment  where  the  construction  of  such  roads  and  trails 
will  result  in  an  improvement  to  the  forest  concerned  from  the  standpoint  of 
conservation. 

Milk  for  Army  Troops  in  Alaska 

"The  committee  was  urged  to  add  language  to  the  bill  to  require  the  Army  to 
serve  its  troops  in  Alaska  the  same  grade  milk  as  is  served  to  troops  in  the 
other  48  States. 


"Such  a  requirement  goes  to  the  basic  procurement  policies  of  the  Army  and 
more  properly  should  be  considered  in  connection  with  the  regular  fiscal  year 
1960  Army  budget. 

"The  committee  suggests  the  Army  be  prepared  at  that  time  to  discuss  all 
aspects  of  the  issue,  including  availability  of  fresh  milk,  versus  recombined 
milk  for  its  Alaskan  personnel." 


The  bill  includes  funds  for  other  Departments  and  agencies,  including  HEW, 
Office  of  Civil  and  Defense  Mobilization,  CSC,  GSA,  Outdoor  Recreation  Re¬ 
sources  Review  Commission,  Commissions  to  study  river  basins  in  S.  C.  ,  Ga. , 
Ala. ,  Fla. ,  and  Tex. ,  Department  of  the  Interior,  Virgin  Islands  Corporation, 
Department  of  Labor  (including  unemployment  compensation  for  veterans  and 
Federal  employees),  Treasury  Department,  and  Department  of  State  (including 
contributions  to  international  organizations). 


5.  CO^TRAei^S-^^Sen.  Javits  inserted  a  N.  Y.  County  Board  of  Supervisorsrg^aiueiron 
favoring  legisTat^bon-4uj__require  Federal  agencies  to  confine— ther^S^ard  of  con¬ 
tracts  to  domestic  firms  wKerT-sttoh-^act ion  wouljd-J^e^tfTThe  best  interests  of 
the  economy  and  defense  of  the  U.  Si 


6.  FOREIGN  AID. 


Jcott  spoke  in  support  of  the  President's  mutual 


including  economic  aid  to  countries  in  need  of  assistance,  pp. 


7.  NOMINATIONS.  Received  the  nomination  of  Christian  A.  Herter  to  be  Secret ary/of 
State.\  p.  5654 


9. 


11. 


12. 


16. 


HOUSE 


8.  CENTENNIAL  CELEBRATION.  Passed  with  amendments  H.  R.  4012,  to  provid^  for  the 
centennial  celebration  of  the  establishment  of  the  land-grant  colleges.  State 
universities,  X-id  USDA.  pp,  5660-1 

Agreed  to  the^ following  committee  amendments  offered  on  the  floor: 

(1)  A  clause  Was  stricken  which  would  have  allowed  Commission  members,  if 
employed  by  the  Federal  Government,  to  use  regular  departmental  appropriations 

for  travel  and  others  purposes;  and  (2)  the  total  appropriation  for  the  Com- 

nn  non  ^  / 


mission  shall  not  exceed  $200,000.  p,  5661 


FARM  CREDIT.  The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  without  Amendment  H.  R.  6353, 
to  amend  the  Federal  Farm\Loan  Act  to  transfer  responsibility  for  making  ap¬ 
praisals  from  FCA  to  the  Federal  land  banks  (H.  Rept./287).  p.  5705 


10.  MUTUAL  SECURITY.  Rep.  Bowles  defended  the  foreign  aid  program  and  recommended  , 
several  changes  in  the  mutual  Security  authorization  this  year.  pp.  5670-81  ' 


FARM  PROGRAM.  Rep.  Coad  discussed\his  farm  plaiy"which  cuts  production  with  the 
farmer  contributing  107o  of  his  total  tillable  /acreage,"  which  will  hold  sur¬ 
pluses  "off  the  market  unless  the  price  is  right,"  give  the  farmer  "freedom  to 
plant  the  crops  he  wants,"  will  raise\the  j5^ice  "more,  by  the  cutting  down  of 
production  but  also  by  price  supports and  will  aid  "family  farmers."  Reps. 
Brock  and  Roosevelt  commended  his  plan.  ypp.  5681-3 


INFLATION.  Rep.  Weaver  stated  that  "labor  leaders  have  it  in  their  power  either 
to  weaken  or  to  strengthen  the  natiop&l  economy,"  warned  of  "inflationary 
wage  increases,"  and  inserted  the  results  of  tswo  studies  entitled,  "The  Rela¬ 
tive  Size  of  Labor  Claims,  Property  Claims,  an\Tax  Claims,  Nationally  and  in 
Selected  Commodities."  pp.  5656: 


13.  ADJOURNED  until  Thurs. ,  Apr.  23^  p.  5704 

ITEMS  IN  APPENDIX 


r 


14.  NATURAL  RESOURCES.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Sen.  Wiley  stressing  the  need  for 
the  preservation  of  our/forests,  minerals,  wildlife,  etc.\  p.  A3197 


15.  AREA  REDEVELOPMENT.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Mclntire  stating  that  "the 
rural  development  pjfogram  has  received  neither  the  attention  ^>r  the  support 
it  deserves,"  and  Inserting  an  article  summarizing  the  activities  of  one  rural 
community,  p.  A3202 


ELECTRIFICATION^  Extension  of  remarks  of  Sen.  Yarborough  commending^  REA,  stat¬ 
ing  that  "REA'  has  proved  its  worth  and  has  shown  it  can  work  well  ii\it  is 
unmolested, y  and  inserting  an  article  commenting  on  some  of  the  controversial 
aspects  of/the  program,  pp.  A3191-2 


17.  COOPERATIVES.  Sen.  Wiley  stated  that  although  co-ops  cannot  solve  the  who! 

problem,  they  have  made  a  real  contribution  toward  enabling  farmers  to  better 


’weatner  the  economic  storms."  p.  A3 134 
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SENATE 


Calendar  No.  197 


{ 


Report 
No.  207 


86th  Congress 

1st  Session 


j 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1959 


April  18,  1959. — Ordered  to  be  printed 

Filed  under  authority  of  the  order  of  the  Senate  of  April  17  (legislative  day 

April  15),  1959 


) 

Mr.  Hayden,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.R.  5916] 

The  Committee  on  Appropriations,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(H.R.  5916)  making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1959,  and  for  other  purposes,  report  the  same  to  the 
Senate  with  various  amendments  and  present  herewith  information 


relative  to  the  changes  made. 

Amount  of  bill  as  passed  House _  $2,  657,  402,  994 

Amount  of  increase  by  Senate  committee _  +162,  637,  060 

|  Amount  of  bill  as  reported  to  Senate _  2,  820,  040,  054 

Total  estimates  considered  by  the  Senate _  2,  900,  799,  370 

Under  budget  estimates _  80,  759,  316 


Increased  Pay  Costs 

The  total  amount  of  increased  pay  costs  for  fiscal  year  1959  for  all 
departments  and  agencies  of  Government  was  $1,059,528,948.  The 
departments  and  agencies  were  able  to  absorb  by  administrative  action 
a  total  of  $379,619,918,  or  36  percent.  The  Senate  was  requested 
to  provide  an  additional  $679,909,030  in  the  form  of  appropriations, 
transfer  authority,  and  limitation  increases.  The  House  has  allowed 
a  total  of  $640,524,094  in  the  form  of  appropriations,  transfer  author¬ 
ity,  and  limitation  increases.  The  House  reduction  was  generally  a 
10-percent  reduction  with  certain  exemptions  from  the  reduction. 
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The  committee  was  advised  that  the  House  reduction  which  would 
have  to  be  absorbed  within  the  last  2  months  of  the  fiscal  year 
would  disrupt  and  delay  programs,  increase  work  backlogs,  defer 
recruitment  on  essential  safety  and  defense  programs,  postpone  needed 
procurement,  deny  travel  funds  on  investigation  and  supervisory  work, 
and  otherwise  interfere  with  the  orderly  and  economical  transaction 
of  Government  business.  In  view  of  this  information,  the  comtnittee 
has  recommended  granting  the  restoration  requests.  The  increase 
recommended  by  the  committee  totals  $27,682,343  of  appropriations, 
transfers,  and  limitation  increases,  including  $2,163,500  submitted 
directly  to  the  Senate  after  the  bill  passed  the  House.  The  increases 
recommended  by  the  committee  are  as  follows: 


Increased  pay  costs 


Agency 

Increases  recommended  in 
Senate  bill 

Transfer  and 
limitation 
increases 

New  obli- 
gational 
authority 

Independent  offices: 

$51, 600 
162, 500 

Civil  Service  Commission _ _ _ _ 

($16, 000) 

Federal  Aviation  Agency _  _  _ 

1, 713, 800 
77, 800 
54,000 
4,780 
5,268 
152,  400 
335, 400 

Federal  Communications  Commission _ _  _ __  _ _ 

Federal  Trade  Commission _  _ _ 

Foreign  Claims  Settlement  Commission.  _  _ 

(720) 

(1,  500) 

63.700 
216,  500 

15. 700 
232,  925 

1, 196,000 
953,  900 
72,000 
543,200 

2,  667, 600 
5,  205, 000 
6, 900, 000 
347, 740 
39,500 
943,  030 
322, 100/ 
1,117, 160 
1, 848, 005 

General  Services  Administration _  _ _  __ _ _  _ _ 

Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency _ 

(369, 400) 
(1, 760, 975) 

Department  of  Agriculture _ _ _  _ 

Department  of  Defense — Military: 

(108,  540) 

Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare _ _ _  ... 

Department  of  the  Interior __  __  _  _ _ _  ..  .  _ 

(170, 600) 
(13, 000) 

Treasury  Department _  _  _ 

Total _ 

r2. 440.  tr&n 

25.  241 . 608 

Grand  total  _ _ _  _ _ 

$27,  '682,  343  ' 

For  the  District  of  Columbia,  the  total  pay  increase  costs  from  its 
funds  amounted  to  $14,360,180,  of  which  they  were  able  to  absorb 
$354,180.  The  House  reduced  its  request  for  $14,006,000  by  25  per¬ 
cent.  The  committee  is  advised  that  the  net  amount  required  to 
meet  the  pay  cost  increase  is  $495,750,  and  the  committee  recom¬ 
mends  the  restoration  of  this  amount  in  order  to  avoid  the  furlough¬ 
ing  of  employees  or  the  curtailment  of  services  vitally  needed  in  the 
day-to-day  operations  of  the  affected  activities. 


TITLE  I 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Pay  Act  Cost 

The  committee  recommends  an  appropriation  of  $23,211,592  for 
pay  costs  under  this  title,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  or  by  increase 
in  limitation.  This  is  an  increase  of  $821,165  over  the  House  allow¬ 
ance,  and  is  $884,978  under  the  supplemental  estimates  of  $24,096,570. 

Agricultural  Research  Service 

^  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

RESEARCH 

The  committee  recommends  an  appropriation  of  $100,000  to  initiate 
research  work  on  humane  slaughter  methods.  This  is  the  amount  of 
the  supplemental  estimate.  The  House  denied  the  budget  request 
and  suggested  that  the  item  be  considered  in  connection  with  the 
regular  appropriation  bill,  1960. 

The  committee  believes  that  the  research  work  required  of  the 
Department  to  carry  out  responsibilities  imposed  upon  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  by  the  enactment  of  Public  Law  85-765,  should  not 
be  delayed,  and  for  this  reason  has  approved  the  budget  request  and 
inserted  language  in  the  bill  which  will  authorize  the  alteration  of  the 
meat  laboratory  at  Beltsville,  as  follows: 

including  not  to  exceed  $35,000  for  alterations  to  the  meat  lab¬ 
oratory  at  Beltsville,  Maryland,  $4,174,110,  of  which  $4,074,110 
shall 

Foreign  Agricultural  Service 

^  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

LANGUAGE  PROVISO 

The  committee  recommends  the  approval  of  the  supplemental  re¬ 
quest  contained  in  Senate  Document  20,  for  authorization  to  use  the 
equivalent  of  $1,275,000  of  foreign  currencies,  under  section  104(m)  of 
the  Agricultural  Trade  Development  and  Assistance  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended.  The  committee  recommendation  will  authorize  U.S.  par¬ 
ticipation  in  the  World  Agriculture  Fair,  New  Delhi,  India,  scheduled 
for  December  1959  to  February  1960,  to  cost  $1,125,000;  and  par¬ 
ticipation  in  the  Rotterdam  International  Horticultural  Exhibition, 
Rotterdam,  Netherlands,  scheduled  for  April  to  September  1960  to 
cost  $100,000. 
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The  following  head  and  language  proviso  is  inserted  in  the  bill,  on 
page  3,  after  line  24: 

Foreign  Agricultural  Service 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Subject  to  allocation  in  such  manner  as  may  now  or  hereajter 
be  prescribed  by  the  President,  foreign  currencies  which  have 
accrued  under  title  1  of  the  Agricultural  Trade  Development  and 
Assistance  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1704),  way  be 
used  without  fiscal  year  limitation  for  the  purposes  of  section 
104{m )  of  that  Act,  including  administrative  expenses  directly 
related  thereto,  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  the  equivalent  of 
$1,275,000. 


Commodity  Stabilization  Service 

ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS  AND  MARKETING  QUOTAS 


1958  appropriation _ $40,  715,  000 

1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _  39,  715,  000 

Supplemental  request  (S.  Doc.  No.  20) _  (2,  375,  000) 

Committee  recommendation  _  _  , _ , _  (2,  375,  000 ) 


The  committee  recommends  the  appropriation  of  an  additional 
amount  under  this  head  of  $2,375,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer. 
The  supplemental  amount  requested  in  Senate  Document  20  is  needed 
to  finance  the  cost  of  compliance  checking  on  cotton  acreage  allot¬ 
ments  and  enable  the  Department  to  issue  marketing  quota  cards  to 
producers  promptly  at  the  beginning  of  the  marketing  year. 

The  committee  recommends  insertion  of  the  following  language  on 
page  4,  line  9: 

For  an  addiiional  amount  for  “ Acreage  allotments  and 
marketing  quotas”,  $2,375,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from 
the  appropriation  for  11  Conservation  reserve  program” ,  fiscal 
1959  and  the 

Special  Activities  * 

( 

REIMBURSEMENT  TO  COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 
FOR  COSTS  OF  SPECIAL  ACTIVITIES 


1958  appropriation  (for  fiscal  year  1956)  costs _ * _  $843,  076,  238 

1958  second  supplemental  (fiscal  year  1957)  costs _  1,  745,  631,  868 

Supplemental  request  (1959  Doc.  No.  58)  fiscal  year  1958  costs.-  1,  336,  754,  811 

House  allowance _ - _ _ _ , _  1,  336,  754,  811 

Committee  recommendation _ _  1,  336,  754,  811 


The  committee  recommends  an  appropriation  of  $1,336,754,811, 
the  budget  estimate  and  the  House  allowance,  for  reimbursement  to 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for  the  cost  of  special  activities 
authorized  by  law.  The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  serves  as 
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the  financing  agency  and  is  to  be  reimbursed  through  normal  appro¬ 
priation  processes.  The  recommended  appropriations  are  to  cover 
such  costs  for  fiscal  1958  and  are  recommended  in  this  bill  to  enable 
the  Corporation  to  carry  out  all  authorized  activities,  without  request¬ 
ing  an  increase  in  the  borrowing  authority  of  $14.5  billion  during  this 
fiscal  year. 

Forest  Service 


FOREST  LAND  MANAGEMENT 


Direct  ap¬ 
propriation 

Transfer 

Total 

1959  appropriation  (Regular  Act) _ 

$75, 107, 000 
7, 393, 800 
6, 850, 600 
9, 893,  800 

$75, 107, 000 
12, 826, 000 
12,282,800 
15, 326, 000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  68) _ 

House  allowance _ _ _ _ _ _ 

$5, 432, 200 
5, 432, 200 

5, 432, 200 

Committee  recommendation _ _ _ 

The  committee  recommends  the  allowance  of  the  supplemental 
request  of  a  direct  appropriation  of  $9,893,800  and  the  transfer  from 
other  appropriations  of  $5,432,200  to  provide  for  a  total  of  $15,326,000 
for  this  appropriation.  The  funds  recommended  are  for  the  following 
activities: 

Fire  fighting,  $8,500,000. — These  funds  are  required  to  meet  the 
cost  of  fighting  forest  fires  on  national  forest  lands  throughout  the 
country. 

Forest  land  development,  $2,500,000. — These  funds  are  for  the 
development  of  national  forests,  including  the  construction  of  struc¬ 
tural  improvements  and  recreational  areas,  in  those  areas  of  the 
country  that  are  especially  burdened  with  unemployment,  where 
such  work  will  be  of  benefit  to  our  national  forests  from  the  stand¬ 
point  of  conservation. 

Increased  pay  costs,  $4,326,000. — The  committee  action  on  this 
request  is  in  accord  with  its  general  policy  on  increased  pay  costs 
explained  on  page  2  of  this  report. 

FOREST  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 


1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _  $26,  000,  000 

Supplemental  request _  None 

House  allowance _  None 

Committee  recommendation _ _ _  500,  000 


The  committee  recommends  the  allowance  of  $500,000  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  forest  roads  and  trails  in  those  areas  of  the  country  that 
are  especially  burdened  with  unemployment  where  the  construction 
of  such  roads  and  trails  will  result  in  an  improvement  to  the  forest 
concerned  from  the  standpoint  of  conservation. 


TITLE  II 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Pay  Act  Cost 

The  committee  recommends  an  appropriation  of  $10,374,425,  for 
agencies  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  under  this  title,  to  be 
derived  by  transfer.  This  is  an  increase  of  $939,810  over  the  House 
allowance,  and  is  $108,480  under  the  supplemental  estimates  of 
$10,482,905. 

MUTUAL  SECURITY 

Development  Loan  Fund 


1959  appropriation  in  regular  act _  $400,  000,  000 

1959  supplemental  estimate _  225,  000,  000 

House  allowance _ _ _  100,  000,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  200,  000,  000 


For  the  Development  Loan  Fund,  the  committee  recommends  an 
appropriation  of  $200,000,000  an  increase  of  $100,000,000  over  the 
House  bill  and  $25,000,000  less  than  the  supplemental  budget  estimate. 

In  the  regular  mutual  security  appropriation  bill  for  fiscal  year 
1959,  the  committee  last  summer  recommended  an  appropriation  of 
$580,000,000  for  the  Development  Loan  Fund  for  fiscal  year  1959. 
The  Senate  agreed  with  this  recommendation;  however,  in  conference 
between  the  two  Houses,  the  sum  was  reduced  to  $400,000,000.  In 
the  conference  report  filed  August  23,  1958,  when  the  sum  was  reduced 
to  $400,000,000,  the  following  statement  was  made  by  the  conferees: 

The  amounts  contained  in  the  bill  agreed  to  by  the  con¬ 
ferees  were  too  small  in  the  view  of  some  of  the  conferees, 
especially  in  the  Development  Loan  Fund.  It  is  understood 
that  if  additional  funds  are  needed  next  January  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  contained  in  this  bill,  the  Appropriations  Committees 
of  the  House  and  Senate  will  give  earnest  consideration  to 
the  recommendations  of  the  Executive  in  view  of  the  impor¬ 
tance  of  maintaining  our  friendly  relations  with  countries 
with  whom  we  have  undertakings. 

It  was  reported  to  the  committee  that  virtually  the  entire  sum  made 
available  has  been  committed  or  pledged  and  the  agency  is  without 
additional  funds  to  make  commitments.  A  total  of  approximately 
$700,000,000  of  loans  has  been  approved  since  the  beginning  of  the 
fund,  about  $830,000,000  of  applications  have  been  discarded  and  the 
Fund  still  has  on  hand  about  $1.5  billion  of  requests  waiting  for  con¬ 
sideration.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  1960  fiscal  year  funds  will  not  be 
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available  for  several  months,  the  committee  has  included  $200,000,000 
in  the  bill. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Maritime  Activities 

SHIP  CONSTRUCTION 

1959  appropriation _ _ 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _ 

House  allowance _ _ 

Committee  recommendation _ 

1  Limitation  on  amount  available  for  construction  of  nuclear  merchant  ship 

The  amount  recommended  by  the  committee  will  increase  the 
limitation  on  the  amount  deemed  necessary  for  successful  accomplish¬ 
ment  of  the  nuclear  ship  project.  The  amount  of  $700,000  (of  the 
limitation)  is  to  permit  the  purchase  and  installation  of  stabilizers  on 
the  NS  Savannah  which  is  soon  to  be  launched.  All  of  the  costs  of 
the  nuclear  ship  are  already  provided  for  in  appropriations  previously 
made. 

operatinc-differential  subsidies 


1959  appropriation _ _ $120,  000,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _ 10,  000,  000 

House  allowance _  5,  000,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  10,  000,  000 


Testimony  presented  in  the  course  of  the  hearings  indicated  that 
total  expenditures  through  March  of  this  year  left  a  balance  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $21  million.  Expenditures  for  the  first  quarter  of  the  calendar 
year  total  about  $34  million.  Unless  additional  funds  are  provided 
it  is  apparent  that  the  Maritime  Administration  will  be  unable  to  pay 
promptly,  as  billed,  amounts  that  are  due  and  payable  as  firm  obliga¬ 
tions  of  the  Government. 

state  marine  schools 


1959  appropriation _ _ _ $660,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  35,  000 

House  allowance _ . _ . _  35,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  35,  000 


The  amount  recommended  is  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing  and 
installing  ballast  for  the  Maine  Maritime  Academy  training  ship  in 
accordance  with  Coast  Guard  safety  requirements. 

salaries  and  expenses 


1959  appropriation _ $14,  525,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  805,  500 

House  allowance _  723,  450 

Committee  recommendation _  723,  450 


$141,  475,  000 
1  (18,  700,  000) 
(18,  650,  000) 
(18,  700,  000) 
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The  allowance  of  $723,450  includes  $693,450  for  pay  increase  costs 
and  $30,000  for  hurricane  damage  repairs  at  the  Wilmington,  N.C., 
shipyard. 

The  committee  was  not  requested  to  restore  the  $5,000  reduction 
for  shipyard  repair.  In  view  of  the  general  provision  contained  in 
title  II  of  the  bill  authorizing  transfer  of  funds  for  increased  pay  costs, 
the  Department  did  not  request  restoration  of  pay  cost  reductions 
for  this  item. 

Patent  Office 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 


1959  appropriation _ $19,  000,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  1,  835,  000 

House  allowance _  1,  651,  500 

Committee  recommendation _  1,  683,  000 


The  amount  of  $1,683,000  provides  $1,368,000  for  increased  pay 
costs  and  $315,000  for  additional  printing  requirements.  The  addi¬ 
tional  printing  funds  are  made  necessary  by  an  increase  in  printing  > 
rates  for  patent  work  and  an  anticipated  issuance  of  52,500  patents  * 
instead  of  the  48,000  estimated  at  the  time  of  the  formulation  of  the 
regular  1959  budget. 

In  view  of  the  general  provision  contained  in  title  II  of  the  bill 
authorizing  transfer  of  funds  for  increased  pay  costs,  the  Department 
did  not  request  restoration  of  pay  cost  reductions  for  this  item. 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  LABORATORIES 


Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  $19,  793 

House  allowance _  None 

Committee  recommendation _  19,  793 


The  amount  recommended  is  to  liquidate  a  contractor’s  claim  in 
connection  with  a  radio  laboratory  at  Boulder,  Colo. 

Increased  Pay  Costs,  Department  of  Commerce 

The  Department  of  Commerce  submitted  supplemental  requests 
amounting  to  $9,863,050  for  17  appropriation  accounts.  $2,290,500  i 
was  requested  in  title  I  and  $7,572,550  appeared  as  estimates  in  title  II.  " 
The  House  bill  reduces  these  items  by  10  percent,  reductions  of 
$229,050  in  title  I  and  reductions  of  $757,255  in  title  II:  in  all  a  reduc¬ 
tion  of  $986,305. 

Language  authorizing  transfers  of  $900,000  to  these  various  accounts 
was  contained  in  the  House  bill.  The  committee  recommends  in  lieu 
of  the  House  language  the  following  specific  language  provision: 

General  'provisions:  The  Secretary  oj  Commerce  is  authorized 
to  transfer  not  to  exceed  $883 ,07 5 from  the  appropriation  “Ship 
construction  ( liquidation  oj  contract  authorization )  Maritime 
Activities” ,  to  other  appropriations  oj  the  Department  oj  Com- 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  19  59 


9 


mercefor  the  purpose  oj  providing  for  increased  pay  costs  in  the 
fiscal  year  1959. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— CIVIL  FUNCTIONS 
Department  of  the  Army 

CEM ETERI AL  EXPENSES 
SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 


1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _  $6,  915,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58)  _ _  535,  000 

House  allowance _  521,  500 

Committee  recommendation _ „ _  535,  000 


The  committee  recommends  the  allowance  of  the  supplemental 
request.  The  increase  of  $13,500  over  the  amount  allowed  by  the 
House  is  for  pay-cost  increases  and  is  in  accord  with  the  committee’s 
^general  policy  on  increased  pay  costs  explained  on  pages  1  and  2  of 
"this  report. 

The  amount  approved  by  the  committee  includes  $100,000  for  the 
procurement  of  headstones. 

Corps  of  Engineers 

RIVERS  AND  HARBORS  AND  FLOOD  CONTROL 
CONSTRUCTION,  GENERAL 


1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _  $603,  246,  500 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  5,  000,  000 

House  allowance _  5,  000,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  5,  000,  000 


The  committee  recommends  the  allowance  of  the  supplemental 
request,  which  was  the  amount  approved  by  the  House.  The  amount 
requested  is  needed  for  payments  to  the  Standing  Rock,  Crow  Creek, 
and  Lower  Brule  Sioux  Indian  Tribes  for  the  taking  of  lands  required 
for  the  Oahe  and  Fort  Randall  Reservoir  projects  in  South  Dakota. 

RYUKYU  ISLANDS,  CONSTRUCTION  OF  POWER  SYSTEMS 


Supplemental  budget  estimate,  1959 _ $10,  000,  000 

House  allowance _  0 

Committee  recommendation _  0 


A  supplemental  budget  estimate  in  the  amount  of  $10,000,000  was 
denied  by  the  House  and  is  also  denied  by  the  committee.  This 
matter  was  presented  at  the  last  session  of  Congress  and  was  denied 
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at  that  time.  The  committee  believes  the  funding  of  the  construction 
of  new  power  generating  facilities  required  in  Okinawa  should  be  on 
the  basis  of  a  loan  and  the  matter  can  be  considered  in  connection 
with  the  regular  appropriations  for  fiscal  year  1960. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— MILITARY  FUNCTIONS 
Interservice  Activities 

RETIRED  PAY 


1959  appropriation _  $640,  000,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  5,  000,  000 

House  allowance _ _ _ _  0 

Senate  committee  recommendation _  0 


When  the  budget  estimate  of  $5,000,000  was  prepared,  the  number 
of  annuitants  estimated  exceeded  those  now  contemplated.  For  this 
reason  the  House  did  not  allow  the  additional  amount.  No  restora¬ 
tion  request  was  made  of  the  Senate  committee  and  none  provided 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 
Military  Personnel,  1956 


1956  appropriation _  $3,  679,  095,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  7,  100,  000 

House  allowance _  0 

Senate  committee  recommendation _  0 


The  Senate  committee  has  not  approved  the  deficiency  request  of 
$7,100,000  for  this  item.  In  taking  this  action,  the  committee  is  in 
accord  with  the  action  taken  by  the  House  of  Representatives  as  to 
the  necessity  of  a  study  being  made  to  preclude  the  possibility  of 
similar  deficiencies  in  the  future. 

Military  Personnel,  1957 


1957  appropriation _  $3,  566,  704,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  7,  900,  000 

House  allowance _  0 

Senate  committee  recommendation _  0 


The  committee  has  denied  the  supplemental  request  of  the  Depart-  { 
ment  for  this  item,  which  is  similar  to  the  previous  appropriation, 
for  the  same  reason. 

OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE 


1959  appropriation _  $3,  078,  208,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  42,  400,  000 

House  allowance _  38,  160,  000 

Senate  committee  recommendation _  39,  900,  000 


The  Senate  committee  recommends  restoration  of  $1,740,000  for  a 
total  of  $39,900,000.  Testimony  revealed  that  the  Department  of 
the  Army  has  faced  a  number  of  unprogramed  and  unbudgeted  re- 
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quirements  during  the  current  fiscal  year.  The  additional  funds 
provided  will  assist  in  covering  these  additional  costs. 

Army  National  Guard,  1958 


1958  appropriation _ $333,  800,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  3,  065,  000 

House  allowance _  3,  065,  000 

Senate  committee  recommendation _  3,  065,  000 


The  committee  recommends  the  budget  estimate  of  $3,065,000  be 
provided  for  the  Army  National  Guard  appropriation  for  1958.  This 
amount  was  allowed  by  the  House.  The  additional  funds  are  necessi¬ 
tated  by  costs  of  civilian  and  military  pay  raises  in  fiscal  year  1958 
pursuant  to  Public  Laws  85-422  and  85-462. 

Army  National  Guard,  1959 


1959  appropriation _ $342,  093,  000 

Supplemental  request _  1  0 

House  allowance _  10,  300,  000 

Senate  committee  recommendation _  13,  200,  000 


1  Contemplated  deficiency  of  $13,200,000  reported. 

The  committee  recommends  an  appropriation  of  $13,200,000  for  this 
account,  or  an  increase  of  $2,900,000  over  the  House  amount.  Testi¬ 
mony  revealed  that  a  contemplated  deficiency  of  $13,200,000  exists 
and  that,  if  the  full  amount  is  not  provided,  the  full  logistical  support 
of  the  400,000-troop  strength  as  provided  by  the  Congress  will  not  be 
maintained. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  NAVY 
Military  Personnel,  Navy 


1959  appropriation _ $2,  385,  720,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  36,  735,  000 

House  allowance _  33,  061,  500 

Senate  committee  recommendation _  36,  735,  000 


The  committee  recommends  a  restoration  of  $3,673,500,  or  a  total 
of  $36,735,000.  The  need  for  the  supplemental  request  is  due  pri¬ 
marily  to  the  added  costs  generated  by  the  crises  in  the  Middle  East 
and  Far  East,  and  additional  pay  costs.  Testimony  revealed  that 
full  funding  is  needed  in  order  to  maintain  the  Navy’s  manpower  at 
an  acceptable  level  and  maintain  the  effectiveness  of  the  operating 
forces. 

Aircraft  and  Facilities 


1959  appropriation _ $837,  868,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _ : -  20,  000,  000 

House  allowance _  18,  000,  000 

Senate  Committee  recommendation _  18,  624,  900 
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The  committee  recommends  a  partial  restoration  of  $624,900  of 
the  funds  requested.  The  funds  supplied  are  needed  to  reimburse 
the  account  for  the  civilian  pay  raise  provided  during  the  last 
Congress. 

Ships  and  Facilities 


1959  appropriation _ : _ _ $780,  408,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  20,  000,  000 

House  allowance _ _ _ _ _  18,000,000 

Senate  committee  recommendation _  20,  000,  000 


The  committee  recommends  that  the  budget  estimate  of  $20,000,000 
be  provided  for  this  appropriation.  This  is  an  increase  of  $2,000,000 
over  the  amount  provided  by  the  House.  The  additional  funds  will 
enable  the  Department  to  reinstate  six  overhauls  which  were  deferred 
to  meet  the  costs  of  the  Lebanon  and  Taiwan  crises. 

Ordnance  and  Facilities 


1959  appropriation _  $149,  850,  000  i 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _ _ _  4,  246,  000  " 

House  allowance _ _ _  3,  822,  000 

Senate  committee  recommendation _  4,  246,  000 


The  committee  recommends  an  increase  of  $424,000  over  the  House- 
approved  amount,  or  a  total  of  $4,246,000,  the  budget  estimate.  The 
additional  funds  provided  by  the  Senate  committee  will  enable  the 
Department  to  purchase  torpedo  equipment  which  has  been  delayed 
as  a  result  of  the  fund  requirement  incident  to  the  Lebanon-Taiwan 
crises. 

Medical  Care,  1958 


1958  appropriation _  $85,  857,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  9,  050,  000 

House  allowance _ ; _ _ _  0 

Senate  committee  recommendation _  0 


The  committee  has  denied  the  request  of  the  Navy  caused  by  an 
overobligation  of  1958  funds.  The  purpose  of  the  appropriation 
would  have  been  to  reimburse  the  Department  of  the  Army  and  the 
Department  of  the  Air  Force  for  expenditures  made  in  excess  of  the 
appropriations. 

Medical  Care 


1959  appropriation _ _ _ $89,  598,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _ _  8,  100,  000 

House  allowance _ _ _  8,  100,  000 

Senate  committee  recommendation _  8,  100,  000 


The  Senate  committee  recommends  the  appropriation  of  $8,100,000, 
the  budget  estimate,  and  the  same  amount  as  allowed  by  the  House. 
These  funds  are  required  as  a  result  of  emergency  issues  of  medical 
supplies  and  equipment  in  support  of  Navy  and  Marine  operations 
connected  with  the  Lebanon-Taiwan  crises,  pay  increases  resulting 
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from  the  passage  of  Public  Law  85-462,  and  medical  care  of  active 
duty  and  retired  personnel  and  their  dependents. 

Civil  Engineering 


1959  appropriation _  $125,  554,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  3,  732,  000 

House  allowance _ _ _  3,  330,  000 

Senate  committee  recommendation _  3,  732,  000 


The  committee  recommends  full  restoration  of  $402,000  requested, 
or  a  total  appropriation  of  $3,732,000,  the  budget  estimate.  The 
restoration  will  provide  for  the  replacement  of  Seabee  equipment 
expended  during  the  Lebanon  crisis,  the  classified  pay  increase,  and 
an  Antarctica  hangar  facility. 

Servicewide  Supply  and  Finance 


1959  appropriation _  $309,  637,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  16,  313,  000 

House  allowance _  14,  682,  000 

Senate  committee  recommendation _  16,  313,  000 


The  committee  recommends  restoration  of  $1,631,000  or  a  total  of 
$16,313,000,  the  budget  estimate.  The  additional  amount  provides 
for  the  classified  pay  increase  and  for  the  restoration  of  funds  for 
maintenance  and  repair  activities  which  were  utilized  for  the  Taiwan 
and  Lebanon  crises. 


Servicewide  Operations 


1959  appropriation _ _ _  $118,  985,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  5,  726,  000 

House  allowance _ _  5,  153,  000 

Senate  committee  recommendation _ _  5,  685,  600 


The  Senate  committee  recommends  the  restoration  of  $532,600, 
or  a  total  of  $5,685,600  for  this  appropriation.  These  funds  will 
provide  the  minimum  amount  necessary  to  fund  the  additional  civilian 
pay  costs  enacted  in  Public  Law  85-462. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  AIR  FORCE 
Military  Personnel 

1959  appropriation _ $3,  923,  073,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  27,  828,  000 

House  allowance _  18,  728,  000 

Senate  committee  recommendation _  18,  728,  000 

The  committee  has  not  approved  the  request  for  restoration  of  funds 
for  this  appropriation,  but  instead  recommends  the  amount  approved 
by  the  House  of  $18,728,000.  The  committee  believes  that  within 
an  appropriation  of  this  magnitude  the  Department  should  be  able 
to  absorb  costs  of  the  type  testified  to. 
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GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Scrap  and  Salvage 

The  committee  recommends  approval  of  the  action  of  the  House  in 
increasing  the  limitation  from  $49,000,000  to  $54,000,000  on  the  use 
of  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  scrap,  salvage,  or  surplus  materials  for 
the  expense  of  disposing  of  military  surplus  property.  The  increase 
in  this  limitation  ,  it  is  believed,  will  enable  the  Department  of  Defense 
to  proceed  with  the  disposition  of  such  excess  material  at  a  higher  rate 
than  is  currently  possible. 

Alaska  Flight  Pay 

The  committee  recommends  approval  of  the  action  of  the  House  in 
permitting  certain  military  personnel  stationed  in  Alaska  to  continue 
to  receive  flight  pay.  Section  615  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
Appropriation  Act,  1959,  permits  personnel  stationed  “outside  the 
United  States,”  whose  particular  assignment  makes  it  impracticable  \ 
to  participate  in  regular  and  frequent  aerial  flights,  to  receive  flight 
pay.  Since  Alaska  is  now  a  State,  it  is  recommended  that  this  sec¬ 
tion  be  amended  to  maintain  the  status  of  eligibility  for  flight  pay 
that  existed  prior  to  the  time  Alaska  was  made  a  State. 

Milk  for  Army  Troops  in  Alaska 

The  committee  was  urged  to  add  language  to  the  bill  to  require 
the  Army  to  serve  its  troops  in  Alaska  the  same  grade  milk  as  is 
served  to  troops  in  the  other  48  States. 

Such  a  requirement  goes  to  the  basic  procurement  policies  of  the 
Army  and  more  properly  should  be  considered  in  connection  with  the 
regular  fiscal  year  1960  "Army  budget. 

The  committee  suggests  the  Army  be  prepared  at  that  time  to 
discuss  all  aspects  of  the  issue,  including  availability,  of  fresh  milk 
versus  recombined  milk  for  its  Alaskan  personnel. 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 


1958  appropriation _  $20,  000,  000 

1 959  appropriation _  20,  000,  000 

Supplemental  estimate  (H.  Doc.  58) _  9,  000,  000 

House  allowance _  5,  000,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  8,  100,  000 


The  committee  recommends  that  $8,100,000  of  the  $9,000,000  sup¬ 
plemental  estimate  be  provided  as  the  Federal  Government’s  addi¬ 
tional  contribution  to  the  general  fund  account  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  government.  The  House  allowed  $5,000,000  for  this  pur¬ 
pose,  and  the  committee  considered  it  imperative  that  $3,100,000 
additional  be  made  available  to  avoid  deficit  spending  in  the  account 
this  fiscal  year.  Testimony  presented  to  the  committee  indicated  a 
deficit  in  the  general  fund  by  June  30,  1959,  of  $3,048,306,  in  con¬ 
sideration  of  fund  requirements  in  appropriations  previously  approved 
for  1959  and  the  supplemental  recommended  in  the  second  appro¬ 
priation  bill. 
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Department  of  Public  Welfare 


1959  appropriation _ _  $15,  140,  000 

Supplemental  estimate  (H.  Doc.  58) _  897,  2Q0 

House  allowance _ _  750,  700 

Amendments  requested  of  Senate: 

Restorations  _ _ , _  $146,  500 

Supplemental  estimate  (S.  Doc.  20) _  115,  000 

-  261, 500 

Committee  recommendation _  1,  012,  200 


The  committee  has  approved  the  additional  sum  of  $1,012,200, 
instead  of  $750,700,  the  amount  recommended  by  the  House,  or  an 
increase  of  $261,500.  This  sum  will  provide  $13,500  for  increased 
pay  costs,  $225,000  for  public  assistance  grants  due  to  increased  case¬ 
loads  and  costs  per  case,  and  $23,000  to  meet  increased  indigent  funeral 
expenses  for  the  balance  of  the  fiscal  year. 

Settlement  of  Claims  and  Suits 


^  Supplemental  estimate  (H.  Doc.  58) _ $20,  197 

House  allowance _  20,  197 

Supplemental  estimate  (S.  Doc.  20) _  3,  934 

Committee  recommendation _  24,  131 


The  committee  recommends  the  total  sum  of  $24,131,  or  an  increase 
of  $3,934,  be  appropriated  to  cover  the  payment  of  claims  in  excess  of 
$250,  and  as  approved  by  the  Commissioners  in  accordance  with 
existing  law. 

Judgments 


Supplemental  estimate  (H.  Doc.  58) _ $30,  219 

House  allowance _ _ _  30,  219 

Supplemental  estimate  (S.  Doc.  20) _  88,  066 

Committee  recommendation _  118,  285 


The  allowance  of  $118,285  is  necessary  to  effectuate  the  payment  of 
final  judgments  rendered  against  the  District  of  Columbia. 

EXECUTIVE  OFFICE  OF  THE  PRESIDENT 
Office  of  Civil  and  Defense  Mobilization 
federal  contributions 


1958  appropriation _ $17,  000,  000 

1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _  0 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  No.  58) _ Transfer  ($3,  000,  000) 

House  allowance _  0 

Restoration  requested _ Transfer  ($2,  000,  000) 

Committee  recommendation _  0 


The  committee  considered  the  supplemental  request  for  $2,000,000 
to  be  transferred  from  the  funds  available  for  “Emergency  supplies 
and  equipment”  for  the  purpose  of  starting  the  program  authorized 
last  August  for  matching  State  and  local  funds  for  personnel  and 
administrative  costs,  which  was  denied  by  the  House  in  the  amount  of 
$3,000,000. 

In  view  of  the  criticism  by  the  House  committee,  the  committee 
recommends  that  consideration  of  funds  to  begin  this  program  of 
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Federal  contributions  be  deferred  until  consideration  of  all  of  the  civil 
defense  programs  in  the  regular  appropriation  bill  for  fiscal  year  1960. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Salaries  and  Expenses,  Food  and  Drug  Administration 


1959  appropriation _ $9,  800,  000 

Supplemental  estimate _  1,  150,  000 

House  allowance _  1,  072,  000 

Committee  recommendation _ . _  1,  150,  000 


The  committee  recommends  the  full  budget  estimate,  an  increase  of 
$78,000  over  the  House  allowance. 

The  supplemental  estimate  consisted  of  two  items,  $772,000  to  cover 
increased  pay  costs  related  to  the  Federal  Employees  Salary  Increase 
Act  of  1958,  allowed  in  its  entirety  by  the  House,  and  $378,000  to 
finance  initial  implementation  of  the  Food  Additives  Amendment  of 
1958,  reduced  by  $78,000  by  the  House. 

If  the  House  action  were  sustained,  it  would  result  in  the  nonfilling' 
of  11  positions— 3  chemists,  1  biologist,  1  bacteriologist,  1  pharmacolo¬ 
gist,  2  laboratory  aides,  and  3  clerical  workers — the  postponement  of 
the  purchase  of  a  mass  spectrometer  costing  $22,000,  and  the  post¬ 
ponement  of  the  renovation  of  additional  space  for  certain  laboratories 
and  offices,  costing  $33,000. 

The  responsibilities  placed  upon  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
by  the  enactment  of  the  Food  Additives  Amendment  of  1958  require 
the  immediate  performance  of  this  work  planned  for  the  processing  of 
applications  and  the  scientific  review  of  analytical  procedures  pro¬ 
posed  by  petitioners. 

Office  of  Education 

DEFENSE  EDUCATIONAL  ACTIVITIES 


1959  appropriation _  $40,  000,  000 

Supplemental  estimate _  75,  300,  000 

House  allowance _  75,  300,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  75,  300,  000 


The  committee  recommends  the  full  budget  estimate,  which  to¬ 
gether  with  the  $40,000,000  heretofore  appropriated  will  provide  a 
total  of  $115,300,000  for  the  year  compared  to  an  authorization  of 
$183,300,000  for  fiscal  year  1959. 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  195  9  17 


1959  author¬ 
ization 

1959  appro¬ 
priation 

Supplemental 
estimate  and 
committee 
recommen¬ 
dation 

Title  II.  Student  loan  funds . . .  ..  -  . 

$47,  500, 000 

$6, 000, 000 

i  $25, 000, 000 

Title  III.  Science,  mathematics,  and  foreign  language  instruc¬ 
tion: 

(a)  Acquisition  of  equipment  and  minor  remodeling _ 

70, 000, 000 

19, 000, 000 

37, 000, 000 

(1)  Grants  to  States  _  _  .. 

(61, 600, 000) 

(16,  720, 000) 

(32,  560, 000) 

(2)  Loans  to  nonprofit  private  schools  ...  .  ... 

(8,  400, 000) 

(2,  280, 000) 

(4,  440,  000) 

(6)  Grants  to  States  for  supervision  and  administration _ 

5, 000, 000 

1, 350, 000 

Title  IV.  National  defense  fellowships.  . . ... 

2  5, 300, 000 

800, 000 

4,  500,  000 

Title  V.  Guidance,  counseling,  and  testing: 

(a)  Grants  to  States.  - - - - 

15, 000, 000 

5, 400, 000 

2,  000, 000 

lb)  Institutes  for  counseling  personnel. .  _  .  - - 

6,  250,  000 

2,  000, 000 

1,  000, 000 

Title  VI.  Advanced  training  in  foreign  areas  and  languages: 

(a)  Training  centers  and  research _ 

(1)  Training  centers  - . - - 

(2)  Research..  .  ...  _  ...  _ 

8,  000,  000 

400,  000 
(375,  000) 
(25,  000) 

3, 100, 000 
(625, 000) 
(2,  475,  000) 

(6)  Institutes  for  language  teachers  _ 

7,  250,  000 

400,  000 

1, 100,  000 

Title  VII.  Educational  media  research.. -  -  - 

3,  000,  000 

500,  000 

1,  000, 000 

Title  VIII.  Grants  to  States  for  area  vocational  programs _ 

15,  000, 000 

3,  750, 000 

Title  X.  Grants  to  States  for  statistical  services _ 

3  1,  000,  000 

400, 000 

600, 000 

1  Total _ 

183, 300, 000 

40, 000, 000 

75, 300, 000 

1  Includes  estimated  $500,000  for  Federal  loans  to  educational  institutions  for  non-Federal  share  of  loan 
funds  ($25,000,000  authorized  as  necessary). 

2  Estimated  requirements  to  finance  1,000  authorized  fellowships. 

3  Estimated  requirements;  indefinite  amount  authorized  but  no  State  may  receive  in  excess  of  $50,000  for 
any  1  fiscal  year. 


PAYMENTS  TO  SCHOOL  DISTRICTS 


1959  appropriation _ $130,  000,  000 

Supplemental  estimate _  None 

House  allowance _  20,  000,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  20,  000,  000 


The  committee  concurs  with  the  House  approval  of  an  additional 
$20,000,000  for  payments  to  school  districts  for  maintenance  and 
operation  for  the  education  of  federally  connected  children  as  author¬ 
ized  by  Public  Law  874,  as  amended. 

This  allowance  will  permit  the  payment  in  full  of  entitlements 
on  the  basis  of  the  latest  information  available  as  to  the  number  of 
school  districts  eligible  to  participate — approximately  3,800 — and  the 
number  of  applications  received. 

k  ASSISTANCE  FOR  SCHOOL  CONSTRUCTION 


1959  appropriation _ _ _ $50,  800,  000 

Supplemental  estimate _  None 

House  allowance _  24,  600,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  24,  600,  000 


The  committee  concurs  with  the  House  approval  of  an  additional 
$24,600,000  for  Federal  assistance  for  school  construction  in  federally 
affected  areas  as  authorized  by  Public  Law  815,  as  amended. 

This  allowance  wil  provide  for  the  approval  of  all  eligible  applica- 
cations  for  assistance  for  school  construction  to  be  received  by  June  30, 
1959.  It  is  estimated  that  an  additional  283  school-construction 
projects,  of  which  183  are  currently  on  hand  and  the  remaining  100 
are  estimated  to  be  received,  will  be  approved  with  these  supple¬ 
mental  funds. 


S.  Rept.  207,  86-1 
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SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 


1959  appropriation _ $8,  786,  500 

Supplemental  estimate _  1,  067,  000 

House  allowance _  841,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  841,  000 


The  committee  concurs  in  the  action  of  the  House  in  allowing 
$841,000,  a  reduction  of  $226,000  from  the  supplemental  estimate. 
The  Department  did  not  appeal  for  restoration  of  the  House  cut. 

Included  in  the  supplemental  estimate  for  $1,067,000  was  $517,000 
for  increased  pay  costs,  allowed  in  its  entirety  by  the  House,  and 
$550,000  for  additional  positions  and  necessary  expenses  to  administer 
the  National  Defense  Education  Act,  of  which  latter  amount  the  House 
allowed  only  $324,000,  a  reduction  of  $226,000.  The  committee  was 
advised  by  the  Department  that  “although  the  reduction  is  sub¬ 
stantial,  by  rescheduling  our  plans  we  believe  that  we  can  approach  our 
original  objectives  by  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year.” 

Public  Health  Service 

ASSISTANCE  TO  STATES,  GENERAL 


1959  appropriation _  $22,  889,  000 

Supplemental  estimate _  800,  000 

House  allowance _  •  750,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  750,  000 


The  committee  concurs  in  the  action  of  the  House,  allowing 
$750,000,  a  reduction  of  $50,000  from  the  supplemental  estimate. 

The  full  budget  estimate  proposed  $300,000  for  increased  pay 
costs  of  civil-service  personnel,  allowed  in  its  entirety  by  the  House, 
and  $500,000  for  grants  to  increase  and  strengthen  the  training  of 
professional  public-health  personnel  in  accredited  schools  of  public 
health,  of  which  there  are  11  in  the  country.  The  House  allowed 
$450,000  for  grants  to  schools  of  public  health,  a  reduction  of  $50,000, 
and  the  Department  did  not  request  restoration  of  the  House  cut. 

HOSPITALS  AND  MEDICAL  CARE 


1959  appropriation _  $48,  454,  000 

Supplemental  estimate  (S.  Doc.  No.  20) _  384,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  None 


The  committee  has  omitted  this  item  because  it  is  greatly  disturbed 
at  the  seeming  failure  of  the  services  to  use  the  Federal  hospital  facili¬ 
ties  available  rather  than  go  to  those  of  their  own  choosing.  Out  of 
the  sum  available  for  this  purpose — $1,866,000 — in  the  regular  1959 
appropriation,  83.9  percent  will  be  spent  for  contract  hospitalization 
and  16.1  percent  in  Federal  hospital  facilities. 

The  committee  will  expect  a  full  explanation  of  this  failure  at  the 
hearing  on  the  regular  1960  appropriation  bill  at  which  time  further 
consideration  will  be  given  to  making  available  additional  funds  for 
this  purpose  in  fiscal  year  1959. 

In  the  meantime  the  committee  directs  that  a  restudy  be  made  by 
all  the  services  concerned  of  the  rules  and  regulations  recently  issued 
in  the  hope  that  they  can  be  further  tightened. 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1959 


19 


CONSTRUCTION  OF  INDIAN  HEALTH  FACILITIES 


1959  appropriation _  $4,  124,  000 

Supplemental  estimate _  1,  886,  000 

House  allowance _  1,  700,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  1,  886,  000 


The  committee  recommends  allowance  of  the  full  supplemental 
budget  estimate,  an  increase  of  $186,000  over  the  House  allowance. 

Funds  totaling  $1,110,000  have  been  heretofore  appropriated — 
$250,000  in  1956  and  $860,000  in  1957 — for  the  construction  of  the 
Sells  Hospital  to  serve  the  population  of  approximately  7,700  Papago 
Indians.  Of  this  amount  $865,581  was  reprogramed  to  supplement 
funds  available  for  the  construction  of  the  Shiprock,  Kotzebue,  and 
Gallup  Hospitals,  leaving  a  balance  of  $244,419  for  water  exploration 
and  development  costs  and  for  plans  and  specifications  for  the  50-bed 
hospital  and  34  personnel  quarters. 

The  planned  hospital  is  of  austere  design  and  it  will  not  be  pos¬ 
sible  to  construct  and  equip  it  for  less  than  the  amount  budgeted  for 
the  purpose,  $1,407,614.  If  the  House  action  is  sustained  the  absorp¬ 
tion  of  the  $186,000  reduction  could  be  accomplished  only  by  elim¬ 
inating  two  10-unit  garages  for  apartment  personnel,  one  5-unit 
efficiency  apartment,  and  all  furnishings  for  houses  and  apartments. 
Such  facilities  are  absolutely  necessary  for  the  accommodation  of 
qualified  personnel  at  its  isolated  location,  and  efficient  operation  of 
the  hospital.  Accordingly  the  committee  recommends  restoration  of 
the  $186,000  to  allow  the  full  supplemental  budget  estimate. 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  SURGICAL  FACILITIES 


1957  appropriation _ _  $1,  630,  000 

Supplemental  estimate  (S.  Doc.  No.  20) _  370,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  370,  000 


The  committee  recommends  approval  of  the  full  budget  estimate, 
$370,000,  to  provide  a  total  of  $2  million  for  the  construction  of  the 
urgently  needed  brain  and  heart  surgical  facilities  at  the  Clinical 
Center  of  the  National  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  Md. 

These  surgical  facilities  are  required  to  meet  program  requirements 
for  research  in  brain  surgery  and  open  heart  surgery,  requirements 
which  have  developed  since  the  operating  room  arrangements  presently 
located  in  the  center  were  planned  in  1948  for  generalized  surgery. 
The  basic  1957  appropriation  must  be  augmented  to  permit  the 
completion  of  the  new  blood  bank  facility,  central  hypothermia, 
laboratory  areas,  communicating  facilities  and  structural  features 
essential  to  full  implementation  of  the  research  program  for  which 
these  facilities  are  planned. 

St.  Elizabeths  Hospital 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 


1959  appropriation _  $3,  186,  000 

Supplemental  estimate,  S.  Doc.  No.  20 _  43,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  43,  000 


The  committee  recommends  the  full  supplemental  estimate,  $43,000, 
of  which  $19,000  is  required  to  meet  approved  wage  board  increases, 
effective  January  11,  1959,  and  $24,000  needed  to  offset  a  part  of  the 
loss  of  reimbursements  resulting  from  a  decline  in  the  number  of 
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reimbursable  patients,  from  the  estimate  of  5,555  average  daily  load 
to  5,497,  a  reduction  of  58. 

Social  Security  Administration 


LIMITATION  ON  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  BUREAU  OF  OLD-AGE  AND 


SURVIVORS  INSURANCE 

1959  appropriation _ „ _ 

Supplemental  estimate _ 

House  allowance _ 

Committee  recommendation _ 


$139,  131,  000 
34,  401,  000 
32,  090,  000 
32,  090,  000 


The  committee  concurs  in  the  action  of  the  House,  allowing 
$32,090,000,  a  reduction  of  $2,311,000  from  the  estimate.  The 
Department  did  not  request  restoration  of  any  part  of  the  House  cut. 

The  estimate  included  a  request  for  $11,295,000  to  pay  the  increased 
pay  costs,  allowed  in  full  by  the  House,  and  $23,106,000  to  pay  the 
administrative  costs  of  the  1958  amendments  to  the  Social  Security 
Act.  The  House  allowance  reduced  the  latter  request  by  $2,311,000,  ( 
and  the  committee  was  advised  that  “The  reduction  will  necessitate 
some  scaling  back  of  plans  for  the  remainder  of  the  year.  *  *  *  Most 
recent  information  available  to  us  indicates  that  without  significantly 
impairing  operations,  we  will  be  able,  through  a  reduction  in  overtime, 
to  live  within  the  House  allowance.” 


LIMITATION  ON  CONSTRUCTION,  BUREAU  OF  OLD-AGE  AND 
SURVIVORS  INSURANCE 


Prior  appropriations - _ - $31,  080,  000 

Supplemental  estimate _  1,  210,  000 

House  allowance _  1,  210,  000 

Committee  recommendation _ : _  1,  210,  000 


The  committee  concurs  in  the  action  of  the  House  and  approves 
the  full  budget  estimate  of  $1,210,000  to  be  derived  from  the  OASI 
trust  fund,  which  together  with  an  unobligated  balance  of  $3,460,000 
from  the  appropriation  for  the  basic  building  will  provide  $4,670,000 
for  the  construction  of  an  addition  to  the  building  now  under  con¬ 
struction. 

In  1953  when  plans  for  the  OASI  building  were  made,  it  was  contem¬ 
plated  that  6,500  employees  would  be  housed  therein.  It  is  now  esti-j 
mated  that  by  January  1,  1960,  the  approximate  date  of  completion 
of  the  building,  there  will  be  8,200  employees  to  be  housed.  This 
additional  personnel  is  required  because  of  the  extensive  amendments 
to  the  Social  Security  Act  since  1953. 


GRANTS  TO  STATES  FOR  PUBLIC  ASSISTANCE 


1959  appropriation _  $1,  806,  400,  000 

Supplemental  estimate - - -  168,  400,  000 

House  allowance _  151,  560,  000 

Committee  recommendation -  151,  560,  000 


The  committee  recommends  approval  of  the  House  allowance,  a 
reduction  of  $16,840,000,  or  10  percent,  from  the  estimate.  The 
Department  did  not  appeal  for  restoration  of  any  part  of  the  House 
cut. 

The  committee  was  advised  that  based  on  present  indications  the 
original  supplemental  estimate  was  overstated — the  estimate  was 
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based  in  large  degree  upon  the  dates  the  States  planned  to  place  into 
effect  changes  in  assistance  standards  and  payments  as  a  result  of  the 
1958  amendments.  It  now  appears  that  the  sum  recommended  by 
the  committee  with  the  base  appropriation  will  be  no  more  than 
$1,200,000  under  the  total  which  might  be  needed,  and  this  small 
amount  could  be  advanced  under  annual  authority  in  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  from  the  1960  appropriation. 

GRANTS  TO  STATES  FOR  MATERNAL  AND  CHILD  WELFARE 


1959  appropriation _  $43,  500,  000 

Supplemental  estimate _ 1 _  1,  500,  000 

House  allowance _  1,  500,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  1,  500,  000 


The  committee  recommends  approval  of  the  full  budget  estimate, 
as  did  the  House,  for  an  additional  amount  of  $1.5  million  for  services 
for  crippled  children  to  provide  a  total  of  $16.5  million  for  the  fiscal 
year,  with  this  increase  earmarked  for  services  for  children  with 
congenital  heart  disease. 

It  is  estimated  that  about  50,000  infants  are  born  each  year  with 
some  form  of  congenital  heart  disease  and  it  is  possible  to  cure  80 
percent  of  these  by  surgery.  The  cost  of  care  is  high,  averaging 
about  $2,500  for  children  receiving  open-heart  surgery.  This  latter 
dramatic  procedure  has  resulted  in  rapidly  increasing  applications 
for  the  care  of  children  with  types  of  congenital  heart  disease  not 
hitherto  operable. 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  OFFICE  OF  FIELD  ADMINISTRATION 


1959  appropriation _  $2,  358,  000 

Transfer  from  OASI  trust  fund _  720,  000 

Supplemental  estimate _  199,  000 

Transfer  from  OASI  trust  fund _  161,  000 

House  allowance _  199,  000 

Transfer  from  OASI  trust  fund _  151,  200 

Committee  recommendation _  199,  000 

Transfer  from  OASI  trust  fund _  151,  200 


The  committee  recommends  $199,000  in  direct  appropriation  and 
$151,200  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  old-age  and  survivors 
insurance  trust  fund,  as  did  the  House,  a  reduction  of  $9,800  from  the 
amount  sought  by  transfer. 

The  estimate  contemplated  $262,000 — $199,000  from  direct  appro¬ 
priation  and  $63,000  from  the  transfer — to  meet  increased  pay  costs, 
allowed  in  its  entirety  by  the  House,  and  $98,000  to  process  increased 
workloads  due  to  the  1958  amendments  to  the  Social  Security  Act. 

The  Department  did  not  seek  restoration  of  this  10-percent  reduc¬ 
tion  in  the  amount  sought  for  management  services  in  support  of  the 
increased  OASI  workload  resulting  from  the  1958  amendments. 
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SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  OFFICE  OF  THE  GENERAL  COUNSEL 


1959  appropriation _ 

Transfers _ 

Supplemental  estimate _ 

Transfers _ 

House  allowance _ 

Transfers _ 

Committee  recommendation 
Transfers _ 


$505,  000 
475,  000 
57,  000 
55,  000 
55,  400 
53,  400 
55,  400 
53,  400 


The  committee  concurs  in  the  House  allowance,  a  reduction  of 
$1,600  in  the  direct  appropriation  and  a  like  reduction  in  the  transfers. 

The  supplemental  estimate  contemplated  $80,000  for  increased  pay- 
costs,  allowed  in  its  entirety  by  the  House,  $16,000  due  to  the  Food 
Additives  Amendment  of  1958,  for  which  is  allowed  $14,400,  and 
$16,000  due  to  the  1958  amendments  to  the  Social  Security  Act,  for 
which  is  allowed  $14,400. 

The  committee  was  advised  by  the  Department  that  the  House 
reduction  “will  have  no  real  impact,  however,  as  recruiting  difficulties 
were  encountered  which  delajmd  the  filling  of  some  of  the  new  positions 
requested.” 

WHITE  HOUSE  COUNCIL  ON  AGING 


1959  appropriation _  $100,  000 

Supplemental  estimate _ 846,  000 

House  allowance _  790,  000 

Committee  recommendation _ _  844,  000 

The  committee  recommends  $844,000,  an  increase  of  $54,000  over 
the  House  allowance,  and  a  reduction  of  $2,000  from  the  supplemental 
estimate. 

The  supplemental  estimate  contemplated  $810,000  for  grants  to 
States— $15,000  to  each  State  and  Territory — and  $36,000  for  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses. 

The  House  allowance  provided  $756,000  for  grants  to  States — 
$14,000  to  each  State  and  Territory — and  $34,000  for  administrative 
expenses.  The  Department  requested  restoration  of  the  amount 
disallowed  for  grants  to  States  but  informed  the  committee  that  the 
$2,000  cut  in  administrative  expenses  could  be  absorbed. 

The  committee  recommendation  will  provide  the  full  amount  sought  d 
for  grants  to  States,  to  permit  a  grant  of  $15,000  to  each  for  use  in  " 
planning  and  conducting  State  conferences,  for  developing  facts  and 
recommendations  and  preparing  reports  for  presentation  to  the  White 
House  Conference  on  Aging,  and  for  defraying  costs  incident  to  the 
attendance  of  States’  delegates  at  the  Conference. 


INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 

Alaska  International  Rail  and  Highway  Commission 


1959  appropriation  (supplemental  act) _  $40,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  200,  000 

House  allowance _ _ _ , _  None 

Committee  recommendation _  200,  000 


The  committee  recommends  the  allowance  of  the  supplemental 
request  of  $200,000  for  the  expenses  of  the  Alaska  International  Rail 
and  Highway  Commission.  It  is  the  view  of  the  committee  that 
these  funds  are  required  to  allow  the  Commission  to  perform  its 
statutory  responsibilities. 
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Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

PAYMENTS  TO  AIR  CARRIERS 


1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _ $40,  750,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  18,  085,  000 

House  allowance _  12,  000,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  16,  189,  000 


The  committee  recommends  restoration  of  $4,189,000  of  the  House 
reduction  of  $6,085,000,  to  provide  a  total  additional  amount  of 
$16,189,000  for  “Payments  to  air  carriers.” 

The  committee  is  advised  that  reductions  in  the  estimate  in  the 
amount  of  $1,209,000  are  due  to  rate  orders  already  issued  by  the 
Board,  and  a  further  reduction  in  the  amount  of  $687,000  is  antici¬ 
pated  from  rate  orders  expected  to  be  issued  by  June  30. 

Added  to  the  funds  available  of  $40,348,751,  the  1959  funds  would 
total  $56,537,751,  which  amount  is  required  for  payments  already 
made  of  $37,751,412,  for  payments  estimated  under  rate  orders  in 
effect  or  anticipated  by  June  30  of  $15,017,774,  and  for  estimated 
payments  under  new  rate  orders  with  an  indefinite  time  of  issue  of 
$3~768,565. 

The  committee  believes  it  is  essential  to  provide  the  full  amount 
of  the  restoration  recommended,  since  payments  that  are  not  made 
in  fiscal  year  1959  will  have  to  be  made  in  fiscal  year  1960,  and  the 
committee  is  advised  that  no  provision  has  been  made  for  these  addi¬ 
tional  payments  in  the  1960  budget  estimates. 

Civil  Service  Commission 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 


1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _ $18,  200,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  1,  800,  000 

House  allowance _  1,  491,  500 

Committee  recommendation _ _ _  1,  730,  000 


In  addition  to  restoring  the  10-percent  reduction  by  the  House  for 
pay  increase  costs,  in  the  amount  of  $162,500,  as  previously  provided 
in  this  report,  the  committee  recommends  as  follows : 

Restoration  of  $15,000,  to  provide  the  supplemental  estimate  of 
$30,000  for  processing  the  increased  workloads  in  the  retirement  claims 
activity,  so  as  to  avoid  delaying  payments  to  annuitants; 

Restoration  of  $14,000,  to  provide  the  supplemental  estimate  of 
$28,000  for  increased  travel  funds  essential  to  investigation  and  in¬ 
spection  activities;  and 

Restoration  of  $47,000  to  provide  for  moving  costs  and  office 
furniture  for  establishing  a  Federal  recruiting  and  information  center 
in  Washington,  D.C. 

The  total  amount  of  the  restoration  is  $238,500,  to  provide  an  addi¬ 
tional  amount  of  $1,730,000  for  salaries  and  expenses  of  the  commis¬ 
sion. 

As  to  the  amount  of  $70,000  requested  for  moving  costs  and  office 
furniture  for  relocating  the  second  regional  office  in  New  York  City, 
the  committee  is  advised  that  the  proposed  lease  is  still  under  negotia¬ 
tion,  and  therefore  recommends  that  consideration  of  this  item  be 
deferred  until  consideration  of  the  regular  budget  estimates  for  fiscal 
year  1960. 


24  SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  195  9 

The  committee  also  recommends  increasing  the  limitation  for  duties 
under  the  Hatch  Act  to  $77,000,  and  increasing  the  limitation  for 
expenses  of  travel  to  $500,000. 

Investigations  of  U.S.  Citizens  for  Employment  by 
International  Organizations 


1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _ $350,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  No.  58) _  143,  000 

House  allowance _  100,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  100,  000 


Since  the  committee  is  advised  that  the  number  of  cases  received 
for  investigation  has  not  been  as  high  in  recent  weeks  as  previously 
estimated  by  the  State  Department,  the  committee  agrees  with  the 
action  of  the  House  in  allowing  $100,000  of  the  supplemental  request 
for  $143,000  as  the  additional  amount  provided  for  investigations  of 
U.S.  citizens  for  employment  by  international  organizations. 

Annuities,  Panama  Canal  Construction  Employees  and  Light-1 

house  Service  Widows 


1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _  $2,  300,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _ _  270,  000 

House  allowance _ . _  270,000 

Committee  recommendation _  270,  000 


The  committee  agrees  with  the  action  of  the  House  in  providing  the 
full  amount  of  the  supplemental  estimate  of  $270,000  as  the  additional 
amount  for  annuities,  Panama  Canal  construction  employees  and 
Lighthouse  Service  widows. 

Commission  on  International  Rules  of  Judicial  Procedure 


Supplemental  estimate  (H.  Doc.  58) _ $75,  000 

House  allowance _ „ _ _ _  25,  000 

Committee  recommendation _ _ _  1  50,  000 


1  Plus  $25,000  advanced  from  President’s  emergency  fund. 

The  committee  has  approved  the  cash  appropriation  of  $50,000, 
instead  of  $25,000,  the  amount  allowed  by  the  House.  In  addition^ 
it  is  the  committee’s  judgment  that  the  $25,000  received  from  thtS 
President’s  emergency  fund  not  be  repaid,  so  as  to  make  a  total  of 
$75,000  available  to  meet  the  necessary  expenses  of  the  Commission 
in  the  9  months’  period  of  its  operation,  to  end  December  31,  1959, 
under  the  provisions  of  Public  Law  85-906,  approved  September  2, 
1958.  This  allowance  is  all  the  funds  to  be  provided  to  complete  the 
program. 
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Federal  Aviation  Agency 

GRANTS-IN-AID  FOR  AIRPORTS 
(Liquidation  of  contract  authorization) 


1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _ ... _ $30,  000,  000 

Supplemental  request  (S.  Doc.  20) _  20,  000,  000 

House  allowance _ _ _  (p 

Committee  recommendation _  20,  000,  000 

1  Not  considered. 


The  committee  recommends  including  in  the  bill  an  item  not  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  House  for  “Liquidation  of  contract  authorization  for 
grants-in-aid  for  airports”  in  the  amount  of  $20,000,000,  as  requested 
in  the  supplemental  estimate  contained  in  Senate  Document  No.  20. 
This  will  provide  a  total  amount  of  $50,000,000  for  fiscal  year  1959. 

The  committee  is  advised  that  the  need  for  acceleration  of  these 
progress  payments  is  occasioned  by  a  reduction  in  the  timelag  between 
dates  of  grant  agreements  and  actual  expenditures,  from  the  former 
estimate  of  15  to  17  months  to  a  revised  estimate  of  about  12  months, 
due  to  stimulation  of  construction  work  to  meet  current  air  transpor¬ 
tation  demands  as  well  as  advance  notice  of  allocations  and  expe¬ 
ditious  approval  of  applications  which  has  permitted  firm  scheduling 
of  construction  stages  and  a  streamlining  of  administrative  procedures 
to  permit  prompt  progress  payments.  These  improvements  have 
resulted  from  the  legislation  which  established  a  fixed  level  of  authori¬ 
zation  over  a  period  of  years. 

General  Services  Administration 

EXPENSES,  SUPPLY  DISTRIBUTION 


1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _ $18,  925,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  No.  58). _ _ _  1,  877,  000 

House  allowance _  1,  582,  000 

Committee  recommendation _ _  1,  582,  000 


The  committee  agrees  with  the  action  of  the  House  in  providing 
$1,582,000,  a  reduction  of  $295,000  from  the  supplemental  estimate 
of  $1,877,000,  as  the  additional  amount  for  “Expenses  of  supply 
distribution.” 

GENERAL  SUPPLY  FUND 


1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _ _ 1  $6,  250,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  15,  000,  000 

House  allowance _ ! _ ...  10,000,000 

Committee  recommendation _  15,  000,  000 


The  committee  recommends  the  restoration  of  $5,000,000,  to  provide 
the  full  supplemental  estimate  of  $15,000,000  as  the  additional  amount 
of  capitalization  for  the  general  supply  fund.  The  committee  is 
advised  the  need  for  the  full  amount  is  occasioned  by  the  increase  in 
sales  during  the  year  from  $300,000,000  to  $325,000,000  as  well  as 
the  requirement  to  return  advances  received  from  the  agencies  and 
to  retain  sufficient  capital  to  operate  efficiently. 


S,  Rept.  207,  86-1 - 4 
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SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  OFFICE  OF  ADMINISTRATOR 


1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _ $300,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  No.  58) _  73,  600 

House  allowance _  72,  240 

Committee  recommendation _  72,  240 


The  committee  agrees  with  the  House  in  providing  $72,240,  a 
reduction  of  $1,360  from  the  supplemental  estimate  of  $73,600,  for 
the  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”  for  the  Office  of 
the  Administrator. 

REFUNDS  UNDER  RENEGOTIATION  ACT 


1956  appropriation  (2d  supplemental) _  $4,  000,  000 

1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _  0 

Supplemental  request  (S.  Doc.  No.  20) _  1,  400,  000 

House  allowance _  Not  considered 

Committee  recommendation _  1,  400,  000 


The  committee  recommends  including  in  the  bill  an  item,  not  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  House,  for  Refunds  under  the  Renegotiation  Act  in 
the  amount  of  $1,400,000  as  requested  in  the  supplemental  estimate 
contained  in  Senate  Document  No.  20. 

The  committee  is  advised  that  these  funds  are  required  to  make 
payments  mostly  on  claims  recently  certified  by  the  U.S.  Tax  Court 
or  still  pending  in  that  court,  which  earn  interest  at  4  percent. 

HISTORICAL  AND  MEMORIAL  COMMISSIONS 

Civil  War  Centennial  Commission 


1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _ 1  $76,  508 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  No.  58) _  23,  492 

House  allowance _  None 

Committee  recommendation _  23,  492 


i  Includes  the  reappropriation  of  the  unobligated  balance  of  the  1958  appropriation. 

The  committee  recommends  the  allowance  of  the  supplemental 
request  of  $23,492  for  the  expenses  of  the  Civil  War  Centennial  Com¬ 
mission.  It  is  the  view  of  the  committee  that  the  sum  requested  is 
required  in  order  that  the  Commission  may  fulfill  its  statutory  respon¬ 
sibilities. 


Corregidor-Bataan  Memorial  Commission 

EXPENSES 


1958  appropriation _  $44,  000 

1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _  0 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  46,  000 

House  allowance _  0 

Committee  recommendation _  0 


The  committee  agrees  with  the  House  in  denying  at  this  time  the 
request  of  $46,000  for  this  Commission.  Since  the  work  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  been  suspended  since  August  28,  1958,  the  committee 
believes  that  consideration  of  funds  for  the  Commission  should  await 
a  more  thorough  appraisal  of  their  needs  in  connection  with  the  regular 
appropriation  bill  for  fiscal  year  1960. 
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National  Mediation  Board 

ARBITRATION  AND  EMERGENCY  BOARDS 


1959  appropriation _  $250,  000 

Supplemental  estimate  (S.  Doc.  No.  20) _  100,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  100,  000 


The  committee  recommends  the  full  supplemental  estimate, 
$100,000,  not  considered  by  the  House,  to  provide  funds  for  unantici¬ 
pated  increases  in  workloads  for  special  boards  of  adjustment,  arbitra¬ 
tion  boards,  and  emergency  boards  so  that  disputes  in  the  railroad  and 
airline  industries  can  be  resolved  without  interruption  of  essential 
transportation. 

Outdoor  Recreation  Resources  Review  Commission 


1959  appropriation  (supplemental  act) _  $50,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  350,  000 

House  allowance _  100,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  100,  000 


The  committee  recommends  concurrence  in  the  House  allowance  of 
$100,000  for  the  Outdoor  Recreation  Resources  Review  Commission 
which  is  a  reduction  of  $250,000  below  the  supplemental  request. 
The  committee  was  advised  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Commission  that 
the  sum  recommended  is  adequate  for  the  remainder  of  the  current 
fiscal  year. 

River  Basin  Study  Commission  for  South  Carolina,  Georgia, 

Alabama,  and  Florida 


1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _  $50,000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  No.  58) _  100,  000 

House  allowance _  80,  000 

Committee  recommendation _ _  100,  000 


The  committee  recommends  $100,000.  the  supplemental  request, 
to  meet  the  commission’s  needs  for  the  balance  of  the  current  fiscal 
year. 

The  funds  recommended  are  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  Public 
Law  85-850  which  established  a  commission  to  be  known  as  the  U.S. 
Study  Commission  on  the  Savannah,  Altamaha,  St.  Marys, 
Apalachicola-Chattahoochee,  and  Perdido-Escambia  River  Basins, 
and  Intervening  Areas. 

River  Basin  Study  Commission  for  Texas 


1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _ $50,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  No.  58) _  150,  000 

House  allowance. _ _  120,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  120,  000 


The  committee  recommends  $120,000,  the  amount  approved  by  the 
House.  The  amount  allowed  will  be  adequate  to  meet  the  com¬ 
mission’s  needs  for  the  balance  of  the  current  fiscal  year. 

The  fimds  recommended  are  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  section  203 
of  Public  Law  85-843  which  established  a  commission  to  be  known  as 
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the  U.S.  Study  Commission  on  the  Neches,  Trinity,  Brazos,  Colorado, 
Guadalupe-San  Antonio,  Nueces,  and  San  Jacinto  River  Basins  and 
Intervening  Areas. 

Veterans’  Administration 

GENERAL  OPERATING  EXPENSES 


1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _ _ $152,  500,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  No.  58) _  13,  438,  000 

House  allowance _ , _  12,  180,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  12,  180,  000 


The  committee  agrees  with  the  action  of  the  House  in  providing 
$12,180,000  for  “General  operating  expenses,”  a  reduction  of  $1,258,- 
000  from  the  supplemental  estimate  of  $13,438,000. 

INPATIENT  CARE 


1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _ $720,  667,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  No.  58) _  47,  455,  000 

House  allowance _ _ _  47,  455,  000 

Additional  supplemental  request  (S.  Doc.  20) _  1,  196,  000 

Committee  recommendation _ _  48,  651,  000 


In  addition  to  agreeing  with  the  action  of  the  House  in  providing 
the  full  budget  estimate  of  $47,455,000  for  “Inpatient  care,”  the 
committee  recommends  adding  $1,196,000,  as  requested  in  the  later 
supplemental  estimate  contained  in  Senate  Document  No.  20,  to 
cover  wage-board  increases  allowed  from  November  1,  1958,  to 
February  28,  1959.  The  total  additional  amount  recommended  is 
$48,651,000. 

OUTPATIENT  CARE 


1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _ $75,  399,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  No.  58) _  6,  934,  000 

House  allowance _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  6,  934,  000 

Committee  recommendation _ , _  6,  934,  000 


The  committee  agrees  with  the  action  of  the  House  in  providing 
the  full  budget  estimate  of  $6,934,000  as  the  additional  amount  for 
“Outpatient  care,”  to  cover  pay  raises,  contract  burial  allowance 
increase,  and  increased  medical  workload. 

COMPENSATIONS  AND  PENSIONS 


1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _ _ _ $3,  200,  000,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _ ; _  52,  500,  000 

House  allowance _  52,  500,  000 

Committee  recommendation _ _  52,  500,  000 


The  committee  agrees  with  the  action  of  the  House  in  providing  the 
full  supplemental  estimate  of  $52,500,000  as  the  additional  amount 
for  “Compensation  and  pensions”  of  veterans. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

MANAGEMENT  OF  LANDS  AND  RESOURCES 


1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _ $23,  075,  000 

Supplemental  requests: 

H.  Doc.  No.  58. .  _ _  3,  814,  000 

S.  Doc.  No.  20 _ _  i  100,  000 

House  allowance _ + _ . _ , _  3,682,600 

Committee  recommendation _  2  3,  787,  600 


i  To  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation,  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  Minerals  Mobiliza¬ 
tion.” 

■  And  in  addition  $100,000  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Office 
of  Minerals  Mobilization.” 

The  committee  recommends  the  allowance  of  a  direct  appropria¬ 
tion  of  $3,787,600  for  the  management  of  lands  and  resources  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management;  and  a  provision 
authorizing  the  transfer  of  an  additional  $100,000  from  the  appro¬ 
priation  entitled,  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  Minerals  Mobiliza¬ 
tion.” 

The  funds  recommended  are  for  the  following  activities: 

Fire  suppression,  $2 ,600 ,000 . — These  funds  are  required  to  meet  the 
cost  of  fighting  forest  and  range  fires  on  the  public  domain  lands  in 
the  western  States  and  Alaska.  This  sum  was  approved  by  the 
House. 

Forestry — 0.  &  C.  lands,  $100,000.— These  funds,  which  were  re¬ 
quested  in  Senate  Document  No.  20,  are  required  to  finance  additional 
sales  of  timber  from  the  Oregon  &  California  Railroad  grant  lands. 

Increased  pay  costs,  $1 ,287 ,600. — The  committee’s  action  on  this 
item  is  in  accord  with  the  general  policy  on  increased  pay  costs 
explained  on  pages  1  and  2  of  this  report. 

The  committee  recommends  the  inclusion  of  a  provision  in  the  bill 
authorizing  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  to  reimburse  the 
American  Falls  Irrigation  District  No.  2,  Shoshone,  Idaho,  in  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $3,500,  for  the  reconstruction  of  a  bridge 
damaged  by  the  Bureau  during  fire-suppression  activities. 

CONSTRUCTION 

1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _ 

Supplemental  request  (S.  Doc.  20) _ 

House  allowance _ 

Committee  recommendation _ 

1  Not  considered. 

The  committee  recommends  the  allowance  of  the  supplemental 
request  submitted  in  Senate  Document  No.  20  for  $1,000,000  for  the 
construction  of  timber  access  roads  on  the  Oregon  &  California  Rail¬ 
road  grant  lands.  These  additional  funds  are  required  to  continue  the 
construction  of  the  timber  access  road  system  in  order  to  meet  the 
increasing  demand  for  timbei . 

The  funds  recommended  will  be  returned  to  the  Treasury  during  the 
current  fiscal  year  from  the  receipts  from  the  sale  of  timber  that  would 
otherwise,  under  existing  statutes,  be  paid  to  the  counties  where  the 
O.  and  C.  lands  are  located. 


$4,  685,  000 
1,  000,  000 
n 

1,  000,  000 
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Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

CONSTRUCTION 

The  construction  program  approved  by  the  Congress  for  the  current 
fiscal  year  included  $366,000  for  the  construction  of  a  new  school 
facility  at  the  Rosebud  Indian  Agency,  South  Dakota.  It  has  been 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  committee  that  the  funds  programed 
for  this  facility  are  not  adequate  for  the  construction  of  the  facility  as 
originally  planned.  The  committee  authorizes  the  use  of  additional 
available  funds,  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $133,000,  for  this  project 
to  assure  that  an  adequate  facility  can  be  constructed  to^avoid  the 
necessity  of  a  more  expensive  addition  at  a  later  date. 

ROAD  CONSTRUCTION  AND  MAINTENANCE 

(Liquidation  of  contract  authority) 

1959  appropriation  (regular  and  supplemental  appropriation  acts).  $12,  000,  000 


Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  1,  000,  000 

House  allowance _  None 

Committee  recommendation _  1,  000,  000 


The  committee  recommends  the  allowance  of  the  supplemental 
request  of  $1,000,000  for  the  liquidation  of  contract  authority  granted 
in  the  act  of  August  23,  1959  (72  Stat.  834),  authorizing  contract 
authority  in  the  amount  of  $20,000,000  for  the  construction  of  Routes  1 
and  3  on  the  Navajo-Hopi  Reservations. 

It  is  the  view  of  the  committee  that  these  funds  are  required  in 
order  that  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  may  award  contracts  im¬ 
mediately  for  the  construction  of  portions  of  the  proposed  roads. 

PAYMENT  TO  STANDING  ROCK  SIOUX  TRIBE 


Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  $6,  960,  000 

House  allowance _  6,  960,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  6,  690,  000 


The  committee  recommends  concurrence  in  the  House  allowance  of 
the  supplemental  request  of  $6,960,000  for  payment  to  the  Standing 
Rock  Sioux  Tribe  of  Indians. 

This  payment,  authorized  by  the  act  of  September  2,  1958,  (72  Stat. 
1762),  is  to  compensate  the  tribe  for  tribal  lands  acquired  by  the 
Federal  Government  for  the  construction  of  the  Oahe  Dam  and 
Reservoir  on  the  Missouri  River. 

Bureau  of  Reclamation 

LOAN  PROGRAM 


1959  appropriation  (regular  and  supplemental  acts) _ $9,  637,  000 

Supplemental  requests  (H.  Doc.  58) _  4,  860,  000 

House  allowance _  4,  860,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  4,  860,  000 


The  committee  recommends  concurrence  in  the  House  allowance  of 
the  supplemental  request  of  $4,860,000  for  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
loan  program.  The  funds  requested  are  for  loans  to  the  Goleta 
County  Water  District  in  California  and  the  Roosevelt  Water  Con- 
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servation  District  in  Arizona.  The  applications  of  these  agencies 
meet  all  the  requirements  of  the  Small  Reclamation  Projects  Act, 
including  the  60-day  review  by  the  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Com¬ 
mittees  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives. 

National  Park  Service 

MANAGEMENT  AND  PROTECTION 


1959  appropriation _ $14,  727,  000 

Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _  1,  388,  500 

House  allowance - -  1,  270,  000 

Committee  recommendation _ _ _  1,  388,  500 


The  committee  recommends  the  allowance  of  the  supplemental 
estimate  of  $1,388,500  for  the  management  and  protection  of  areas 
and  facilities  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  National  Park  Service. 
The  funds  recommended  are  for  the  following  activities: 

Fire  suppression,  $200,000. — These  funds  are  required  to  meet  the 
cost  of  the  suppression  of  forest  fires  in  areas  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Park  Service.  The  sum  recommended  was  allowed  by  the  House. 

Increased  pay  costs,  $1 ,188,500. — The  committee’s  action  on  this 
item  is  in  accord  with  the  general  policy  on  increased  pay  costs 
explained  on  pages  1  and  2  of  this  report. 

CONSTRUCTION 


1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _  $20,  000,  000 

Supplemental  request  (S.  Doc.  20) _  1  537,  768 

House  allowance _ Not  considered 

Committee  recommendation _  None 


i  The  language  submitted  in  S.  Doc.  20  includes  a  recission  of  $537,768  of  the  contract  authority  granted 
in  the  Federal  Aid  Highway  Acts  for  the  construction  of  parkways. 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  supplemental  estimate  of 
$537,768  requested  for  the  acquisition  of  additional  caves  within  the 
boundaries  of  the  Mammoth  Cave  National  Park,  Ky.,  be  disallowed. 

The  question  of  acquisition  of  additional  lands  for  the  National 
Park  Service  will  be  considered  by  the  committee  during  its  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  and  Related  Agencies  Appropri¬ 
ation  bill,  1960.  It  is  the  view  of  the  committee  that  the  questions 
of  acquiring  these  caves  be  deferred  until  action  is  taken  on  that  bill. 
Therefore,  the  committee  requests  the  Department  to  seek  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  option  expiring  on  June  17  on  one  of  the  caves  involved. 
The  committee  was  advised  by  the  officials  of  the  Department  that 
there  is  a  provision  in  the  option  for  a  4-month  extension. 

Funds  for  the  acquisition  of  these  caves  in  fiscal  year  1960  should 
be  resubmitted  to  the  Congress  as  an  amendment  to  the  budget  for 
fiscal  year  1960.  In  this  connection  the  committee  wishes  to  make  it 
clear  to  the  Department  and  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  that  the 
committee  has  no  jurisdiction  over  legislation  involving  the  Federal- 
aid  highway  programs  and  therefore  could  not  consider  a  proposal  to 
rescind  a  portion  of  the  contract  authority  granted  in  the  Federal-Aid 
Highway  Acts  for  the  construction  of  parkways. 
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Virgin  Islands  Corporation 

REVOLVING  FUND 


Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  58) _ $650,  000 

House  allowance _ _ _ —  _  —  - -  None 

Committee  recommendation _  None 


The  committee  recommends  the  disallowance  of  the  supplemental 
request  of  $650,000  for  the  Virgin  Islands  revolving  fund.  This 
recommendation  is  in  accord  with  the  House  action  on  this  request. 

These  funds  were  requested  to  allow  the  Corporation  to  expand 
its  power  facilities  along  with  the  construction  of  a  salt  water  distilla¬ 
tion  plant.  While  the  committee  recommends  the  disallowance  of 
this  request  it  does  recommend  the  allowance  of  adequate  funds  for 
the  planning  of  the  salt  water  distillation  plant  under  the  heading, 
“Loans  to  operating  fund.” 

loans  to  operating  funds 


Supplemental  request  (H.  Doc.  No.  58) _ __  $850,  000 

House  allowance  (borrowing  authority) _  125,  000 

Committee  recommendation  (borrowing  authority) _  125,  000 


The  supplemental  request  for  borrowing  authority  in  the  amount  of 
$850,000  is  for  the  construction  of  a  salt  water  distillation  plant. 
The  committee  recommends  concurrence  in  the  House  action  of  grant¬ 
ing  authority  to  borrow  $125,000  for  the  engineering  and  design  for  the 
salt  water  distillation  plant  and  related  facilities.  When  all  of  the 
requirements  of  the  authorizing  act  have  been  met  the  committee  will 
consider  funds  for  the  construction  of  the  facilities. 

THE  JUDICIARY 
Fees  of  Jurors  and  Commissioners 


1959  appropriation  (regular  act) _ : _ $4,940,000 

Supplemental  estimate  (H.  Doc.  No.  58) _ ■ _  ISO,  000 

House  allowance _ _  ISO,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  180,  000 


The  committee  agrees  with  the  House  in  allowing  the  $180,000 
additional  requested  for  fees  of  jurors  and  commissioners  for  the 
balance  of  the  fiscal  year.  The  sum  will  provide  $55,000  for  fees  of 
U.S.  commissioners,  $124,000  to  meet  increased  costs  and  expenses  of 
jurors,  and  $1,000  for  the  Governments  share  of  FICA  taxes  on  fees 
paid  to  U.S.  commissioners. 

Travel  and  Miscellaneous  Expenses 


1959  appropriation _ 1 _ $2,  975,  000 

Supplemental  estimate  (H.  Doc.  No.  58) _  178,  000 

House  allowance _ _  100,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  100,  000 


The  committee  approves  the  House  allowance  of  $100,000  for  addi¬ 
tional  travel  and  miscellaneous  expenses  of  the  courts  for  the  balance 
of  the  current  fiscal  year,  and  the  denial  of  $78,000  requested  for  costs 
of  additional  lawbooks,  furniture,  and  general  office  equipment. 
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Administrative  Office  of  the  U.S.  Courts 

1959  appropriation. _ _ _ 

Supplemental  estimate  (H.  Doc.  No.  58) 

House,  allowance _ : _ : _ : _ 

Committee  recommendation i _ . . . 

1  Plus  transfer  of  $82,100. 

The  committee  agrees  to  the  House  recommendation  of  $8,900 
additional  cash  appropriation  plus  the  transfer  of  $82,100  from  another 
appropriation,  to  provide  a  total  of  $91,000  for  the  balance  of  the  fiscal 
year.  The  additional  allowance  will  defray  the  increased  pay  costs 
of  $82,100,  wage  board  increases  of  $5,900,  cost  of  actuarial  study  of 
the  judicial  survivors  annuity  system,  $1,000,  and  postage  rate 
increases  of  $2,000. 

Expenses  of  Referees  (Special  Fund) 


1959  appropriation _ _ _ ($2,  625,  550) 

Supplemental  estimate  (H.  Doc.  No.  58) _  (351,  600) 

House  allowance.. _ _ ... _  (247,  600) 

Committee  recommendation _  (247,  600) 


The  additional  sum  of  $247,600  will  provide  $212,600  for  pay  increase 
costs,  and  $35,000  for  costs  of  postal  rate  increases. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Salaries  and  Expenses,  General  Legal  Activities 


1959  appropriation _ .' _ $11,  400,  000 

Supplemental  estimate  (H.  Doc.  58) _  988,  000 

House  allowance _  973,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  973,  000 


The  committee  has  approved  the  House  allowance  of  $973,000,  a 
reduction  of  $15,000  below  the  estimate  requested.  The  amount  al¬ 
lowed  will  provide  $928,000  for  pay  increase  costs,  and  $45,000  of  the 
$60,000  request  for  general  expenses  related  to  the  increases  in  tax 
litigation  work  this  year. 

Salaries  and  Expenses,  U.S.  Attorneys  and  Marshals 


1959  appropriation _ . _ $20,  430,  000 

Supplemental  estimate  (H.  Doc.  58) _  2,  542,  000 

House  allowance _ _ _  2,  032,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  2,  032,  000 


The  committee  recommends  the  House  allowance  of  $2,032,000,  a 
reduction  of  $510,000  in  the  estimate.  The  sum  allowed  will  pro¬ 
vide  $1,642,000  for  pay  increased  costs,  and  $390,000  for  costs  of 
extraordinary  expenses  incurred  by  U.S.  marshal’s  offices,  and  for 
which  the  estimate  was  $900,000. 


$950,  000 
1  56,  250 
1  8,  90Q 
1  8,  90(1 


S.  Rept.  207,  86-1 
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Fees  and  Expenses  of  Witnesses 


1959  appropriation _ $1,  700,  . 000 

Supplemental  estimate  (H.  Doc.  58) _  100,  000 

House  allowance _  50,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  50,  000 


The  committee  concurs  in  the  House  allowance  ol  $50,000  for  fees 
and  expenses  of  witnesses,  for  the  balance  of  the  fiscal  year. 

Salaries  and  Expenses,  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 


1959  appropriation _ $102,  500,  000 

Supplemental  estimate  (H.  Doc.  58) _  9,  611,  000 

House  allowance _  9,  611,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  9,  611,  000 


The  allowance  of  $9,611,000  will  provide  $9,436,000  for  pay  increase 
costs,  and  $175,000  for  increases  in  postage  rates. 

Salaries  and  Expenses,  Bureau  of  Prisons 


1959  appropriation _ $35,  773,  000 

Supplemental  estimate  (H.  Doc.  58) _  2,  999,  000 

House  allowance _ _ _  2,  671,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  2,  671,  000 


The  allowance  of  $2,671,000  will  provide  $2,447,000  for  pay  cost 
increases,  $30,000  for  postage  rate  increases,  and  $194,000  for  costs 
attributed  to  the  increase  in  prison  population  estimated  at  700  more 
inmates  per  day  at  a  cost  of  76  cents  per  man  per  day. 

Support  of  United  States  Prisoners 


1959  appropriation _  $2,  600,  000 

Supplemental  estimate  (H.  Doc.  58) _  500,  000 

House  allowance _  500,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  500,  000 


The  allowance  of  $500,000  is  necessary  to  care  for  the  increase  in  the 
unit  rates  and  number  of  Federal  prisoners  at  the  various  non-Federal 
institutions  for  the  balance  of  the  fiscal  year. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Salaries  and  Expenses,  Bureau  of  Labor  Standards 


1959  appropriation _  $1,  004,  000 

Supplemental  estimate _  774,  000 

House  allowance _  720,  600 

Committee  recommendation _  729,  000 


The  committee  recommends  an  increase  of  $8,400  to  allow  the  frill 
amount  requested  for  increased  pay  costs. 

The  supplemental  estimate  contemplated  $240,000  to  carry  out  the 
expanded  safety  activities  under  the  1958  amendments  to  the  Long¬ 
shoremen’s  and  Harbor  Workers’  Compensation  Act,  allowed  in  its 
entirety  by  the  House;  $450,000  for  funds  for  the  welfare  and  pension 
plan  reporting  program,  for  which  the  House  allowed  $405,000,  a 
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reduction  of  $45,000,  restoration  of  which  the  Department  did  not 
request;  and  $84,000  for  increased  pay  costs,  for  which  the  House 
allowed  $75,600,  a  reduction  of  10  percent.  The  committee  as  pointed 
out  above  recommends  allowance  of  the  full  amounts  requested  for 
increased  pay  costs  in  each  and  every  case. 

Bureau  of  Employment  Security 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 


1959  appropriation _  $6,  519,  000 

Supplemental  estimate _  630,  500 

House  allowance _  572,  800 

Committee  recommendation _  630,  500 


The  committee  recommends  approval  of  the  full  supplemental 
estimate,  an  increase  of  $57,700  over  the  House  allowance. 

The  budget  estimate  contemplated  $53,500  for  the  administrative 
expenses  due  to  the  Ex-Servicemen’s  Unemployment  Compensation 
)A.ct  of  1958,  allowed  in  full  by  the  House,  and  $577,000  for  increased 
fpay  costs,  for  which  the  House  allowed  $519,300,  a  reduction  of  10 
percent.  The  committee’s  recommendation  will  provide  the  full 
amount  requested  to  cover  the  increased  pay  costs. 

UNEMPLOYMENT  COMPENSATION  FOR  VETERANS  AND  FEDERAL  EM¬ 
PLOYEES 


1959  appropriation _ _ _ _ _ _ $120,  800,  000 

Supplemental  estimate _  41,200,000 

House  allowance _  40,  000,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  40,  000,  000 


The  committee  concurs  in  the  action  of  the  House,  a  reduction  of 
$1,200,000  from  the  estimate,  restoration  of  which  the  Department 
of  Labor  did  not  request. 

The  committee  was  advised  by  the  Department  that  “more  recent 
experience  than  was  available  when  the  estimate  was  constructed 
indicates  that  the  House  allowance  will  be  adequate.” 

TEMPORARY  UNEMPLOYMENT  COMPENSATION 

*  The  committee  recommends  approval  of  the  supplemental  estimate 
which  proposes  the  extension  of  the  availability  of  funds  appropriated 
by  Public  Law  85-457,  approved  June  13,  1958,  from  April  30,  1959, 
to  September  30,  1959,  to  provide  funds  for  the  payment  of  benefits 
to  individuals  whose  eligibility  was  established  prior  to  April  1,  1959, 
and  the  liquidating  administrative  expenses  through  September  30, 
1959. 

It  is  estimated  that  the  expenditures  out  of  the  1958  appropriation 
through  April  will  amount  to  $475,491,908,  leaving  a  balance  of 
$190,208,092,  the  availability  of  which  would  be  extended  to  Septem¬ 
ber  30  by  the  committee  recommendation. 

It  is  estimated  that  the  passage  of  Public  Law  86-7,  an  act  to  extend 
the  time  during  which  certain  individuals  may  continue  to  receive 
temporary  unemployment  compensation,  will  cost  $47,853,578,  and 
that  there  will  be  unobligated  on  September  30,  1959,  a  balance  of 
$142,354,514. 
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LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH 
Senate 

The  committee  recommends  the  following  appropriations  for  the 
two  new  Senators  from  the  State  of  Alaska : 

Compensation  of  Senators,  $23,980. 

Miscellaneous  items,  $48,400. 

Stationery,  $1,780. 

Office  of  the  Sergeant  at  Arms 

ASSISTANT  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  PERIODICAL  PRESS  GALLERY 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  following  language  be  added 
to  the  hill  to  enable  the  Periodical  Press  Gallery  to  have  an  Assistant 
Superintendent.  The  Periodical  Press  Gallery  occupies  offices  in 
both  the  Senate  wing  of  the  Capitol  and  the  New  Senate  Officq 
Building.  However,  as  the  Gallery  has  only  one  staff  member,  the 
Superintendent,  it  is  impossible  for  him  to  keep  both  offices  open. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SERGEANT  AT  ARMS  AND  DOORKEEPER 

For  an  additional  amount  for  Office  oj  Sergeant  at  Arms  and 
Doorkeeper,  $1,055 for  the  employment  from  May  1,  1959,  of  an 
Assistant  Superintendent,  Periodical  Press  Gallery  at  $3,000 
basic  per  annum. 

Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate 

FURNITURE 

An  appropriation  of  $34,385  has  been  recommended  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  enable  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  to  refurnish  the  rooms  in  the 
Senate  wing  of  the  Capitol  which  have  been  reassigned  and  to  provide 
basic  furniture  for  other  rooms  requiring  refurnishing. 

MISCELLANEOUS  ITEMS  ^ 

The  committee  recommends  an  appropriation  of  $81,290,  of  which 
$48,400  is  for  the  two  Senators  from  Alaska  for  telephone  and  tele¬ 
graph  allowances,  travel,  etc;  $32,020  for  pay  costs,  and  $870  for  the 
adjustment  of  the  salaries  of  the  research  assistants  to  the  majority 
and  minority  leaders.  The  following  proviso  was  also  added  to  the 
appropriation  “Miscellaneous  items”: 

;  Provided,  That  effective  May  1,  1959,  the  basic  salaries  of  the 
research  assistants  to  the  majority  and  minority  leaders,  as 
authorized  by  Senate  Resolution  Numbered  158,  agreed  to 
December  9,  1941,  may  be  fixed  by  the  respective  leaders  at  not 
to  exceed  $8,820  basic  per  annum  each 
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POSTAGE  STAMPS 

To  enable  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  to  maintain  a  sufficient  cash  fund 
in  the  Senate  Post  Office  in  both  the  Old  and  New  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ings  and  because  of  the  added  demand  on  the  fund  brought  about  by 
the  installation  of  a  stamp  vending  machine  in  the  Senate  wing  of  the 
Capitol  for  the  convenience  of  Senators,  employees,  and  visitors  the 
committee  recommends  an  additional  appropriation  of  $2,000. 

Architect  of  the  Capitol 

FURNITURE  AND  FURNISHINGS,  ADDITIONAL  SENATE  OFFICE  BUILDING 

The  committee  considered  estimates  amounting  to  $293,200  for 
“Furniture  and  furnishings,  additional  Senate  Office  Building.”  Of 
this  amount  the  committee  has  approved  $283,550.  The  only  items 
disapproved  were  $7,104  for  120  type  C-l  side  chairs  for  40  unfur¬ 
nished  rooms  and  $2,546  for  43  type  C-l  side  chairs  for  Senators 
private  offices.  The  amount  allowed  will  permit  the  furnishing  of 
40  office  rooms  and  miscellaneous  areas,  $103,550  and  carpeting  of 
207  rooms  in  Senators’  office  suites,  $150,000.  At  the  present  time 
only  the  Senators’  private  offices  are  carpeted  and  the  Senate  Office 
Building  Commission  feels  that  by  carpeting  the  remainder  of  the 
Senators’  suites  it  will  greatly  reduce  the  noises  made  by  office 
appliances  in  the  various  offices.  It  is  also  thought  that  the  use  of 
carpet  in  all  the  rooms  will  make  it  safer  to  walk  than  the  present 
waxed  tile.  An  amount  of  $15,000  is  made  available  for  the  purchase 
of  security  file  cases  for  committees  and  subcommittees  and  $15,000 
for  steel  bookshelving  for  committees. 

ADDITIONAL  SENATE  OFFICE  BUILDING,  CONSTRUCTION  AND  EQUIPMENT 

The  following  paragraph  has  been  added  to  the  bill : 

ADDITIONAL  OFFICE  BUILDING  FOR  THE  UNITED  STATES  SENATE 

Construction  and  Equipment  of  Additional  Senate  Office 

Building 

To  enable  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  under  the  direction  of 
the  Senate  Office  Building  Commission,  to  continue  to  provide 
for  the  construction  and  equipment  of  a  fireproof  offi-ce  building 
for  the  use  of  the  United  States  Senate,  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Second  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1948 
(62  Stat.  1029),  as  amended  by  the  Legislative  Branch  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1958,  (71  Stat.  252,  253),  $750,000:  Provided, 

That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  shall  be  obligated 
or  expended  for  construction  of  the  rear  center  wing  of  said 
building,  from  the  ground  floor  up,  provided  for  under  the 
building  plans  heretofore  approved  by  such  Commission:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  the  amount  of  $23,44^,000  fixed  by  the 
Second  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1948  (62  Stat.  1029), 
as  amended  by  the  Legislative  Branch  Appropriation  Act,  1958 
(71  Stat.  252,  253),  as  the  limit  of  cost  for  construction  and 
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equipment  of  an  additional  office  building  for  the  United  States 
Senate  is  hereby  increased  by  $750,000. 

The  total  authorized  limit  of  cost  for  construction  and  equipment 
of  the  additional  Senate  Office  Building,  fixed  by  the  Second  Defi¬ 
ciency  Appropriation  Act,  1948,  as  amended  by  the  Legislative  Branch 
Appropriation  Act,  1958,  is  $23,446,000.  The  full  amount  authorized 
has  been  appropriated.  In  order  to  complete  the  project  the  limit  of 
cost  of  the  budding  will  have  to  be  increased  by  $750,000  and  an 
appropriation  of  $750,000  made.  In  addition  to  pending  claims  which 
have  been  appealed  the  principal  items  remaining  to  be  obligated  are 
construction  of  a  North  pedestrian  tunnel  connecting  the  Old  and 
New  Senate  Office  Buddings  at  the  C  Street  end  of  each  building; 
electrical  equipment,  lighting,  and  overhead  trodey  system  for  the 
new  Senate  subway;  repaving  of  streets  in  the  subway  and  pedestrian 
tunnel  areas;  projectors  for  the  auditorium;  traffic  control  system  for 
the  garage  in  the  new  building. 

EXTENSION  OF  THE  CAPITOL 

The  committee  recommends  an  appropriation  of  $4  mdlion  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  design  and  construction  of  a  subway  terminal  for  the  new 
Senate  subway  system,  to  be  located  under  the  steps  of  the  Senate 
wing  of  the  U.S.  Capitol;  extension  of  the  new  Senate  subway  into 
the  Capitol  Building  and  for  reconstruction  of  the  steps  of  the  Senate 
wing  of  the  Capitol,  which  are  presently  in  a  deteriorated  condition, 
the  existing  granite  steps  to  be  replaced  with  marble  steps. 

A  breakdown  of  the  $4  mdlion  estimate  of  cost  follows: 

BREAKDOWN  OF  ESTIMATE 

Structural  work:  Sheet  piling,  excavations,  foundations,  concrete 


floors,  walls  and  roof,  waterproofing,  and  other  miscellaneous 

structural  work _  $2,  492,  605 

General  finish  work:  Plastering,  acoustical  material,  doors,  railing, 

escalators,  painting  and  other  miscellaneous  finish  work _  197,  340 

Relocation  of  water,  sewer  and  steam  lines,  sprinkler  and  drainage 

systems _  34,  534 

Mechanical  work:  Air  conditioning  and  heating _  103,  510 

Electrical  work :  Lighting,  power,  trolley  extension,  signal  system  and  a 

other  miscellaneous  work _  132,  459^ 

Demolition  and  reconstruction  of  Senate  wing  east  steps _  325,  000 

Underpinning  east  wall  of  Senate  wing  of  Capitol _  125,  000 

Architectural  and  engineering  fees,  administrative,  and  contingencies.  589,  552 


Total _ _ _  4,000,000 


POST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENT 

Payment  for  Public  Services 

The  budget  request  for  this  item  is  $171,259,000.  The  committee 
concurs  in  the  action  of  the  House  in  denying  this  amount.  The  Post 
Office  Department  did  not  appeal  the  House  action. 
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Transportation 
(Out  of  the  postal  fund) 

The  committee  concurs  in  the  action  of  the  House  in  recommending 
$37,500,000  for  increased  transportation  costs  for  the  Post  Office 
Department  arising  from  increased  rail  rates  approved  by  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission.  The  amount  recommended  is  $3,- 
500,000  imder  the  budget  estimate  of  $41,000,000.  The  Department 
did  not  appeal  the  House  reduction. 

DEPARTMENT  OF,  STATE 
Salaries  and  Expenses 


1959  appropriation _ $102,  300,  000 

Supplemental  estimate  (H.  Doc.  58) _  6,  875,  000 

House  allowance _  6,  664,  900 

Committee  recommendation _  6,  664,  900 


The  committee  has  approved  the  House  allowance  of  $6,664,900,  a 
reduction  of  $210,100  in  the  estimate  requested.  The  allowance  will 
provide  $6,014,900  for  pay  cost  increases,  $25,863  for  wage  board 
increases,  $128,471  for  costs  of  the  new  post  in  Guinea,  $400,000  for 
increased  communication  costs,  and  $54,566  of  costs  attendant  to  the 
increased  visa  workload  and  $41,100  allowance  increases  related  to  pay 
cost  changes. 

Emergencies  in  the  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Service 


1959  appropriation _ $1,  000,  000 

Supplemental  estimate  (H.  Doc.  58) _  995,  000 

House  allowance _  495,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  495,  000 


The  committee  concurs  in  the  House  allowance  of  $495,000,  a  reduc¬ 
tion  of  $500,000  below  the  estimate  requested.  The  allowance  will 
permit  the  payment  of  costs  attributed  to  the  evacuation  of  dependents 
of  the  Foreign  Service  personnel  from  certain  countries  in  the  Middle 
East  during  the  crisis  in  that  area. 

Contributions  to  International  Organizations 


1959  appropriation _ .. _ $41,  827,  453 

Supplemental  estimate  (H.  Doc.  58) _  4,  943,  146 

House  allowance _ _  4,  943,  146 

Committee  recommendation _  4,  943,  146 


The  committee  agrees  to  the  House  allowance  of  $4,943,146,  the 
budget  estimate.  The  sum  will  permit  the  payment  of  the  U.S. 
share  (32.51  percent)  of  the  assessed  portion  of  costs  of  the  United 
Nations  Emergency  Force  for  the  calendar  year  1959. 

International  Contingencies 


1959  appropriation _ $1,  600,  000 

Supplemental  estimate  (H.  Doc.  58) _  1,  200,  000 

House  allowance _  1,  100,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  1,  100,  000 


40 
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The  committee  recommends  the  appropriation  of  $1,100,000,  a  re¬ 
duction  of  $100,000,  to  enable  the  Department  to  finance  the  inter¬ 
national  conference  program  scheduled  for  the  balance  of  the  fiscal 
year.  Funds  have  become  depleted  that  were  made  available  from 
the  $1,600,000  regular  appropriation  for  this  fiscal  year  as  well  as 
from  advances  that  have  been  made  from  the  President’s  emergency 
fund  in  the  amount  of  $300,000. 

••  •:  ; '  y :  ■  r  ■  •  . 

International  Boundary  and  Water  Commission 
United  States  and  Mexico 

OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE 


1959  appropriation _  $1,  570,  000 

Supplemental  estimate  (H.  Doc.  58) _  991,  500 

House  allowance _  931,  500 

Committee  recommendation _  931,500 


The  allowance  of  $931,500  will  provide  $851,600  for  emergency 
repair  costs  on  the  Rio  Grande  River,  $41,500  for  increased  pay  costs 
and  $38,400  for  wage  board  increases  granted  employees  performing 
work  in  the  El  Paso,  lower  Rio  Grande,  and  the  Falcon  Dam  and 
powerplant  projects. 

Payment  to  the  Philippine  Government 

Supplemental  estimate  (H.  Doc.  58) _  $23,  862,  751 

House  allowance _  23,  862,  751 

Committee  recommendation _ _ _  0 

The  committee  has  disapproved  the  budget  estimate  and  House 
approval  of  the  $23,862,751  requested  to  restore  the  value  of  certain 
Philippine  Government  deposits  in  the  United  States  to  the  January 
31,  1934,  value  as  authorized  by  the  act  of  June  19,  1934  (48  Stat. 
115;  Public  law  73-419). 

Third  Pan  American  Games 


Supplemental  estimate  (S.  Doc.  24) _ _ $500,000 

Committee  recommendation _ L  _  500,  000 


The  committee  has  approved  the  estimate  of  $500,000  to  help 
defray  the  lodging,  food,  and  transportation  costs  of  the  participants 
and  related  personnel  beyond  the  sums  which  competing  countries 
will  make  in  order  to  participate  in  the  Third  Pan  American  Games  to 
be  held  in  Chicago,  this  summer,  pursuant  to  authorizing  legislation 
(H.R.  2575,  86th  Cong.)  as  passed  both  Houses  of  Congress. 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 
Bureau  of  Accounts 
salaries  and  expenses 

The  committee  recommends  $337,000,  the  budget  estimate,  and  an 
increase  of  $33,700  over  the  House  allowance.  The  amount  recom¬ 
mended  includes  $192,600  for  salary  increases;  $90,000  for  postal  rate 
increases  and  $54,400  to  reimburse  the  Federal  Reserve  banks  for 
handling  an  increased  number  of  depositary  receipts. 
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86th  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


Calendar  No.  1 97 

R.  5916 


[Report  No.  207] 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

March  25, 1959 

Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 

April  18,  1959 

Reported,  under  authority  of  the  order  of  the  Senate  of  April  17  (legislative  day, 
April  15),  1959,  by  Mr.  Hayden,  with  amendments 

[Omit  the  part  struck  through  and  insert  the  part  printed  in  italic] 


AN  ACT 

Making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1959,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepresenta- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 

4  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  supply  sup- 

5  plemental  appropriations  (this  Act  may  be  cited  as  the 

6  “Second  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1959”)  for  the 

7  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1959,  and  for  other  purposes, 

8  namely : 
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TITLE  I 

DEPARTMENT  OE  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Research  Service 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Eor  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
as  follows : 

“Research”,  $3j666,700y  te  including  not  to  exceed 
$35,000  for  the  alterations  to  the  meat  laboratory  at  Belts- 
ville,  Maryland,  $4,174,110,  of  which  $4,074,110  shall  be 
derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation 
reserve  programs”,  fiscal  year  1959; 

“Plant  and  animal  disease  and  pest  control”,  $-2, ISO, 700 
$2,423,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
for  “Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959;  and 

“Meat  inspection”,  $1,709,100,  to  be  derived  by  trans¬ 
fer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  pro¬ 
gram”,  fiscal  year  1959. 

Extension  Service 

COOPERATIVE  EXTENSION  WORK,  PAYMENTS  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amoimt  for  “Cooperative  extension 
work,  payments  and  expenses”,  for  “Penalty  mail”,  $559,- 
682,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for 
“Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959:  Provided. 
That  of  the  amoimt  made  available  under  this  bead  in  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  and  Farm  Credit  Administra- 
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tion  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  for  “Payments  to  States, 
Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Rico”,  $63,145  shall  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  subappropriation  for  “Penalty  mail”,  and 
$440j000  $162,255  shall  be  transferred  to  the  subappropria¬ 
tion  for  “Federal  Extension  Service”. 

Agricultural  Conservation  Program  Service 

AGRICULTURAL  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM 
The  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture  and  Farm  Credit  Administration  Appropriation 
Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses,  is  increased  from  “$24,698,000”  to  “$25,252,000”, 
and  the  limitation  thereunder  on  the  maximum  amount 
which  shall  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  accoimt  for 
“Administrative  expenses,  section  392,  Agricultural  Ad¬ 
justment  Act  of  1938”,  is  increased  from  “$5,025,800”  to 
“$5,385,600”. 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

MARKETING  RESEARCH  AND  SERVICE 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Marketing  research  and 
service”,  as  follows: 

“Marketing  research  and  agricultural  estimates”,  $4^- 
414,100  $1,208,100,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the 
appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year 
1959; and 

“Marketing  services”,  $4^01 8,600  $1,954,600  to  be 
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derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  ‘'Conserva¬ 
tion  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959. 

Foreign  Agricultural  Service 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Subject  to  allocation  in  such  manner  as  may  now  or 
hereafter  be  prescribed  by  the  President,  foreign  currencies 
which  have  accrued  under  title  I  of  the  Agricultural  Trade 
Development  and  Assistance  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  1704) ,  may  be  used  without  fiscal  year  limitation  for 
the  purposes  of  section  104(m)  of  that  Act,  including  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  directly  related  thereto,  in  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  the  equivalent  of  $ 1,275,000 . 

Soil  Bank  Programs 

CONSERVATION  RESERVE  PROGRAM 

The  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  Farm  Credit  Administration  Appropriation 
Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses,  is  increased  from  “$16,000,000”  to  “$16,286,200”. 

Commodity  Stabilization  Service 

ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS  AND  MARKETING  QUOTAS 

The  For  an  additional  amount  for  “ Acreage  allotments 
and  marketing  quotas” ,  $ 2,375,000 ,  to  be  derived  by  transfer 
from  the  appropriation  for  “ Conservation  reserve  program” , 
fiscal  1959  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  and  Farm  Credit  Administration  Ap- 
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propriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  which  shall  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  appropriation  account  “Administrative  ex¬ 
penses,  section  392,  Agricuhairal  Adjustment  Act  of 
1838”,  is  increased  from  “$6,380,100”  to  $6-, 83-7 ,000” 
“$6,886,300”. 

Special  Activities 

REIMBURSEMENT  TO  COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 
FOR  COSTS  OF  SPECIAL  ACTIVITIES 
To  reimburse  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for  au¬ 
thorized  unrecovered  costs  through  June  30,  1958  (including 
interest  through  recovery  date) ,  as  follows :  ( 1 )  $80,800,000 
under  the  International  Wheat  Agreement  Act  of  1949, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1641-1642)  ;  (2)  $119,270,000 
for  commodities  disposed  of  for  emergency  famine  relief  to 
friendly  peoples  pursuant  to  title  II  of  the  Act  of  July  10, 
1954,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1703,  1721-1724)  ;  (3) 
$1,033,515,000  for  the  sale  of  surplus  agricultural  commod¬ 
ities  for  foreign  currencies  pursuant  to  title  I  of  the  Act  of 
July  10,  1954,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1701-1709)  ;  (4) 
$18,506  for  grain  made  available  to  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  to  prevent  crop  damage  by  migratory  waterfowl  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Act  of  July  3,  1956  (7  U.S.C.  442-446)  ;  (5) 
$82,250,335  for  strategic  and  other  materials  acquired  by  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  as  a  result  of  barter  or  ex¬ 
change  of  agricultural  commodities  or  products  and  trans- 
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ferred  to  the  supplemental  stockpile  pursuant  to  Public  Law 
540,  84th  Congress  (7  U.S.C.  1856)  ;  (6)  $19,390,100  for 
transfers  to  the  appropriation  for  “Diseases  of  animals  and 
poultry”  pursuant  to  authority  contained  under  such  head  in 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  Parm  Credit  Adminis¬ 
tration  Appropriation  Act,  1958;  and  (7)  $1,510,870  for 
transfers  to  the  appropriation  “Marketing  research  and  serv¬ 
ice”  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  August  31,  1951  (7  U.S.C. 
414a) ,  for  grading  tobacco  and  classing  cotton  without 
charge  to  producers,  as  authorized  by  law  (7  U.S.C.  473a, 
511d) . 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

LIMITATION  ON  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES,  COMMODITY 

CREDIT  CORPORATION 

The  limitation  under  this  head  in  title  II  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  and  Farm  Credit  Administration  Ap¬ 
propriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses  of  the  Corporation,  is  increased  from 
“$35,398,000”  to  “$39,600,000”. 

Office  of  Information 
salaries  and  expenses 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  - 
$7P;000  $77,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year 
1959. 
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Fobest  Seeyice 


2 


FOBEST  PEOTECTION  AND  UTILIZATION 


3  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Forest  protection  and 


4  utilization”,  as  follows: 

5  “Forest  land  management”,  $1-2,282,800  $ 15,326,000 , 

6  of  which  $5,432,200  shall  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the 

7  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal 

8  year  1959; 

9  “Forest  research”,  $1,003,400;  and 

10  “State  and  private  forestry  cooperation”,  $102,800. 

11  FOREST  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 

12  For  an  additional  amount  for  “ Forest  Hoads  and 


13  Trails' ,  $500,000. 

14  FUNDS  APPROPRIATED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 


Mutual  Secueity 


15 


16 


DEVELOPMENT  LOAN  FUND 


17  For  an  additional  amount  for  advances  to  the  Develop- 


18  ment  Loan  Fund,  as  authorized  by  section  203  of  the  Mutual 


19  Security  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  $200,- 

20  000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 


21 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 


22 


Maritime  Activities 


23 


SHIP  CONSTRUCTION 


24  Not  to  exceed  $18,650,000  $18,700,000  of  appropria- 

25  tions  heretofore  granted  under  this  head  shall  he  available 
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for  design,  construction,  outfitting,  and  preparation  for 
operation  of  a  nuclear  powered  merchant  ship. 

OPERATING-DIFFERENTIAL  SUBSIDIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operating-differential 
subsidies”,  $5,000,009  $10,000,000,  to  remain  available 
until  expended. 

STATE  MARINE  SCHOOLS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “State  marine  schools”, 
$35,000;  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce  and  Delated  Agencies  Appropriation  Act, 
1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  the  maintenance  and  re¬ 
pair  of  vessels  loaned  by  the  United  States,  is  increased  from 
“$149,800”  to  “$187,300”. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$723,450:  Provided,  That  the  limitation  under  this  head  in 
the  Department  of  Commerce  and  Related  Agencies  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  “Adminis¬ 
trative  expenses”,  is  increased  from  “$6,975,000”  to  “$7,- 
566,750”;  the  limitation  thereunder  on  the  amount  available 
for  “Maintenance  of  shipyard  and  reserve  training  facilities 
and  operation  of  warehouses”,  is  increased  from  “$1,- 
400,000”  to  “$1,481,300”;  and  the  limitation  thereunder  on 
the  amount  available  for  “Reserve  fleet  expenses”,  is  in¬ 
creased  from  “$6,150,000”  to  “$6,200,400”. 
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Patent  Office 

SAL  ABIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Por  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$4, 6-54, 500  $ 1,683,000 . 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  LABORATORIES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “ Construction  of  labora¬ 
tories’,  $ 19,793 ,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— CIVIL  FUNCTIONS 

DEPAETMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 
CEMETERIAL  EXPENSES 
Salaries  and  Expenses 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$52-1,500  $ 535,000 . 

RIVERS  AND  HARBORS  AND  FLOOD  CONTROL 
Construction,  General 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction,  general”. 
$5,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— MILITARY 

FUNCTIONS 

Department  of  the  Army 

OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance”,  $-387400,000  $39,900,000. 

H.  R,  5916—2 
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ARMY  NATIONAL  GUARD 

Eor  an  additional  amount,  fiscal  year  1958,  for  “Army 
National  Guard”,  $3,065,000. 

Eor  an  additional  amount  for  “Army  National  Guard”, 
$4073007000  $13,200,000. 

Department  of  the  Navy 

MILITARY  PERSONNEL,  NAVY 
Eor  an  additional  amount  for  “Military  personnel, 
Navy”,  $33,064-7000  $36,735,000. 

AIRCRAFT  AND  FACILITIES 

Eor  an  additional  amount  for  “Aircraft  and  facilities”, 
$18,624,900. 

SHIPS  AND  FACILITIES 

Eor  an  additional  amount  for  “Ships  and  facilities”, 

$20,000,000. 

ORDNANCE  AND  FACILITIES 
Eor  an  additional  amount  for  “Ordnance  and  facilities”, 
78OO7OOO  $4,246,000. 


MEDICAL  CARE 

Eor  an  additional  amount  for  “Medical  care”, 

,100,000. 

CIVIL  ENGINEERING 

Eor  an  additional  amount  for  “Civil  engineering”, 
6732,000. 
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1  SERVICEWIDE  SUPPLY  AND  FINANCE 

2  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Servicewide  supply  and 

3  finance”,  $l-4,682-,OQO  $16,313,000. 

4  SERVICEWIDE  OPERATIONS 

5  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Servicewide  operations”, 

6  85A&L000  $ 5,685,600 . 

7  Department  of  the  Air  Force 

8  MILITARY  PERSONNEL 

9  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Military  personnel”, 

10  $18,728,000. 

11  General  Provisions 

12  The  limitation  of  $49,000,000  contained  in  section  611 

13  of  the  Department  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act,  1959, 

14  Public  Law  85-724,  approved  August  22,  1958,  may  be 

15  exceeded  by  not  more  than  $5,000,000. 

16  Section  615  of  the  Department  of  Defense  Appropria- 

17  tion  Act,  1959,  is  amended,  effective  January  3,  1959,  by 

18  adding  the  words  “or  in  Alaska”  after  the  words  “outside  the 

19  United  States”. 

20  DISTEICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

21  Federal  Funds 

22  FEDERAL  PAYMENT  TO  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

23  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Federal  payment  to  Dis- 

24  trict  of  Columbia”  (to  be  paid  to  the  general  fund  of  the 
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District  of  Columbia  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated) ,  $5,006^000  $ 8,100,000 . 

District  of  Columbia  Funds 

OPERATING  EXPENSES 
Department  of  General  Administration 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  General 
Administration”,  $456,750,  of  which  $7,810  shall  be  pay¬ 
able  from  the  highway  fund  and  $2,000  from  the  water  fimd. 

Department  of  Occupations  and  Professions 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  Occupa¬ 
tions  and  Professions”,  $2-9, 450  $ 26,200 . 

Public  Schools 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Public  schools”,  $4-, 29 5,- 
66-S  $ 4,095,668 ,  of  which  $75,000  shall  be  available  for  the 
development  of  vocational  education. 

Public  Library 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Public  Library”,  $152,- 

050. 

Metropolitan  Police 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Metropolitan  Police”, 
$2,616,800,  of  which  $258,900  shall  be  payable  from  the 
highway  fund  and  $15,400  from  the  motor  vehicle  parking 
fund. 

Fire  Department 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Fire  Department* 
$1,200,300. 
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Department  of  Corrections 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  Correc¬ 
tions”,  $264,600. 

Department  of  Public  Welfare 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  Public 
Welfare”,  $7£Oj79Q  $1,012,200. 

Miscellaneous 

SETTLEMENT  OF  CLAIMS  AND  SUITS 

For  the  payment  of  claims  in  excess  of  $250,  approved 
by  the  Commissioners  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  February  11,  1929,  as  amended  (45  Stat.  1160; 
46  Stat.  500;  65  Stat.  131) ,  $20,497  $ 24,131 . 

JUDGMENTS 

For  the  payment  of  final  judgments  rendered  against 

the  District  of  Columbia,  as  set  forth  in  Senate  Document 
Numbered  20  and  House  Document  Numbered  58  (Eighty- 
sixth  Congress) ,  $30t240  $118,285,  together  with  such  fur¬ 
ther  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  the  interest  at  not 
exceeding  4  per  centum  per  annum  on  such  judgments,  as 
provided  by  law,  from  the  date  the  same  became  due  until 
the  date  of  payment. 

AUDITED  CLAIMS 

For  an  additional  amoimt  for  the  payment  of  claims, 
certified  to  be  due  by  the  accounting  officers  of  the  District 
of  Columbia,  under  appropriations  the  balances  of  which 
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1  have  been  exhausted  or  credited  to  the  general  or  special 

2  funds  of  the  District  of  Columbia  as  provided  by  law  (D.C. 

3  Code,  title  47,  sec.  130a) ,  being  for  the  service  of  the  fiscal 

4  year  1958  and  prior  fiscal  years,  as  set  forth  in  House  Docu- 

5  ment  Numbered  58  (Eighty-sixth  Congress),  $147,484, 

6  together  with  such  further  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay 

7  the  interest  on  audited  claims  for  refunds  at  not  exceeding  4 

8  per  centum  per  annum  as  provided  by  law  (Act  of  July  10, 

9  1952,.  66  Stat.  546,  sec.  14d) . 

10  Division  of  Expenses 

11  The  sums  appropriated  in  this  title  for  the  District  of 

12  Columbia  shall,  unless  otherwise  specifically  provided  for,  be 

13  paid  out  of  the  general  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as 

14  defined  in  the  District  of  Columbia  Appropriations  Acts  for 


15  the  fiscal  years  involved. 

16  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 


17 


WELFARE 


18 


Food  and  Drug  Administration 


19 


SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 


20  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 


21  $4,072,000  $1,150,000. 


22 


Office  of  Education 


23 


defense  educational  activities 


24  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Defense  educational  ac- 


25  tivities”,  $75,300,000,  of  which  $25,000,000  shall  be  for 
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capital  contributions  to  student  loan  funds  for  which  appli¬ 
cations  have  been  filed  on  or  before  January  '6,  1959,  and  for 
loans  for  non-Federal  capital  contributions  to  student  loan 
funds;  $37,000,000  shall  be  for  grants  to  States  and  loans 
to  nonprofit  private  schools  for  science,  mathematics,  and 
modern  language  teaching  facilities;  and  $2,000,000  shall 
be  for  grants  to  States  for  testing,  guidance,  and  counseling. 

PAYMENTS  TO  SCHOOL  DISTRICTS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Payments  to  school 
districts”,  $20,000,000. 

ASSISTANCE  FOR  SCHOOL  CONSTRUCTION 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Assistance  for  school 
construction”,  $24,600,000. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

«  > 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$841,000. 

Public  Health  Service 

ASSISTANCE  TO  STATES,  GENERAL 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Assistance  to  States, 
general”,  $750,000. 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  INDIAN  HEALTH  FACILITIES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction  of  Indian 
health  facilities”,  $4-, 700^000  $ 1,886,000 ,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  imtil  expended. 
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CONSTRUCTION  OF  SURGICAL  FACILITIES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “ Construction  of  surgical 
facilities' ,  $ 370,000 ,  which  together  with  funds  heretofore 
appropriated  under  this  head  shall  remain  available  until 
expended. 

SAINT  ELIZABETHS  HOSPITAL 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses', 
$ 43,000 . 

Social  Security  Administration 

LIMITATION  ON  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  BUREAU  OF 
OLD-AGE  AND  SURVIVORS  INSURANCE 
The  amount  authorized  by  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  and  the 
Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  to  be  available  for 
necessary  expenses  of  the  Bureau  of  Old-Age  and  Survivors 
Insurance,  to  be  derived  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  sur¬ 
vivors  insurance  trust  fund,  is  increased  from  “$139,131,- 
000”  to  “$171,221,000”. 

LIMITATION  ON  CONSTRUCTION,  BUREAU  OF  OLD-AGE  AND 

SURVIVORS  INSURANCE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction,  Bureau  of 
Old-Age  and  Survivors  Insurance”,  $1,210,000,  to  be  de¬ 
rived  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  trust 
fund,  which  together  with  sums  heretofore  appropriated 
under  said  head  shall  establish  a  limitation  of  cost  of  $32,- 
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290,000 :  Provided,  That  the  first  proviso  under  this  head  in 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1958,  and  the  provisions  of  section  209  of  said 
Act  shall  not  apply  to  construction  authorized  under  the 
foregoing  limitation. 

GRANTS  TO  STATES  FOR  PUBLIC  ASSISTANCE 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Grants  to  States  for  pub 
he  assistance”,  $151,560,000. 

GRANTS  TO  STATES  FOR  MATERNAL  AND  CHILD  WELFARE 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Grants  to  States  for  ma¬ 
ternal  and  child  welfare”,  $1,500,000,  to  remain  available 
until  June  30,  1960:  Provided,  That  the  limitation  under 
this  head  in  the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for 
services  for  crippled  children  is  increased  from  “$15,000,- 
000”  to  “$16,500,000”:  Provided  further,  That  the  forego¬ 
ing  amoimt  shall  be  available  to  and  expended  by  the  States 
only  for  the  purpose  of  providing  necessary  services  to  chil¬ 
dren  with  congenital  heart  disease:  Provided  further,  That 
the  allotments  made  to  the  States  out  of  such  $1,500,000, 
shall  otherwise  be  deemed  a  part  of  their  allotments  under 
title  V,  part  2,  section  512  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.,  ch.  7,  subch.  V). 


H.  It.  5916 - 3 
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Office  of  the  Secretary 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  OFFICE  OF  FIELD 
ADMINISTRATION 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
Office  of  Field  Administration”,  $199,000,  together  with  an 
additional  amount  of  not  to  exceed  $151,200  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insurance 
trust  fund. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  OFFICE  OF  THE  GENERAL 

COUNSEL 

For  an  additional  amoimt  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel”,  $55,400,  together  with  an 
additional  amount  of  not  to  exceed  $2,000  to  he  transferred 
from  the  appropriation  “Salaries  and  expenses,  certification 
and  inspection  services”,  and  an  additional  amount  of  not 
to  exceed  $51,400  to  be  transferred  from  the  Federal  old- 
age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund. 

WHITE  HOUSE  COUNCIL  ON  AGING 

For  an  additional  amount  for  the  “White  House  Council 
on  Aging”,  $790,000  $844,000,  of  which  $706-, 000 
$ 810,000  shall  be  available  for  grants  to  States  and  shall 
remain  available  until  January  31,  1961. 
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INDEPENDENT  OEEIOES 

Alaska  International  Rail  and  Highway 

Commission 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “ Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$200,000  and,  said  appropriation  shall  remain  available 
until  March  1,  1960. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

PAYMENTS  TO  AIR  CARRIERS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Payments  to  air  car¬ 
riers”,  $1-2 ,009^000?  $ 16,189,000 ,  to  remain  available  until 
expended. 

Civil  Service  Commission 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amoimt  for  ‘Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$-1, 401,500  $1,730,000 :  Provided,  That  the  limitation  under 
this  head  in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act, 
1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  performing  the  duties 
imposed  upon  the  Commission  by  the  Act  of  July  19,  1940 
(54  Stat.  767) ,  is  increased  from  “$70,000”  to  “$7-673Q0” 
“$ 77,000 ”,  and  the  limitation  thereunder  on  the  amount 
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available  for  expenses  of  travel  is  increased  from  “$472,000” 
to  “$4-80t900”  “$500,000'\ 

INVESTIGATIONS  OP  UNITED  STATES  CITIZENS  FOE 
EMPLOYMENT  BY  INTERNATIONAL  ORGANIZATIONS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Investigations  of  United 
States  citizens  for  employment  by  international  organiza¬ 
tions”,  $100,000. 

ANNUITIES,  PANAMA  CANAL  CONSTRUCTION  EMPLOYEES 
AND  LIGHTHOUSE  SERVICE  WIDOWS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Annuities,  Panama  Canal 
construction  employees  and  Lighthouse  Service  widows”, 
$270,000. 

Commission  on  International  Rules  of  Judicial 

Procedure 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Commission  on  Interna¬ 
tional  Rules  of  J udicial  Procedure,  $21^000  $50,000,  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  December  31,  1959. 

Federal  Aviation  Agency 

GRAN TS-IN- AID  FOR  AIRPORTS  (LIQUIDATION  OF 
CONTRACT  AUTHORIZATION) 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “  Grants-in-aid  for  air¬ 
ports  (liquidation  of  contract  authorization) ,”  $20,000,000, 
to  remain  available  until  expended. 
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General  Services  Administration 

EXPENSES,  SUPPLY  DISTRIBUTION 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Expenses,  supply  distri¬ 
bution”,  $1,582,000,  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in 
the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the 
amount  available  for  expenses  of  travel,  is  increased  from 
“$132,500”  to  “$160,000”. 

GENERAL  SUPPLY  FUND 

To  increase  the  general  supply  fund  established  by  the 
Federal  Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949, 
as  amended  (5  U.S.C.  630g) ,  $10,000,000  $15,000,000. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  OFFICE  OF  ADMINISTRATOR 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
Office  of  Administrator”,  including  expenses  of  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  August  25,  1958  (72  Stat.  838) . 
$72,240. 

REFUNDS  UNDER  RENEGOTIATION  ACT 
For  refunds  under  section  201(f)  of  the  Benegotiation 
Act  of  1951  (50  U.S.C.  App.  1231(f)),  $1,400,000,  to 
remain  available  until  expended. 

Historical  and  Memorial  Commissions 

CIVIL  WAR  CENTENNIAL  COMMISSION 
F or  an  additional  amount  for  expenses  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  September  7,  1957  (71 
Stat.  626),  as  amended,  $23,492. 
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National  Mediation  Board 

ARBITRATION  AND  EMERGENCY  BOARDS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Arbitration  and  emer¬ 
gency  boards’’,  $100,000. 

Outdoor  Recreation  Resources  Review  Commission 
Eor  an  additional  amount  for  the  Outdoor  Recreation 
Resources  Review  Commission,  $100,000,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended. 

Railroad  Retirement  Board 

LIMITATION  ON  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 
The  amount  authorized  by  the  Departments  of  Labor, 
and  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Appropriation  Act, 
1959,  for  necessary  expenses  of  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Board,  to  be  derived  from  the  railroad  retirement  account, 
is  increased  from  “$8,450,000”  to  “$9,374,300”. 

River  Basin  Study  Commissions 

RIVER  BASIN  STUDY  COMMISSION  FOR  SOUTH  CAROLINA- 
GEORGLA-ALABAMA-FLORIDA 
Eor  an  additional  amount  for  necessary  expenses  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  approved  August  28, 
1958  (Public  Law  85-850) ,  $80,000  $100,000. 

RIVER  BASIN  STUDY  COMMISSION  FOR  TEXAS 
Eor  an  additional  amount  for  necessary  expenses  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  title  II  of  the  Act  approved 
August  28,  1958  (Public  Law  85-843),  $120,000. 
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1  Veterans  Administration 

2  GENERAL  OPERATING  EXPENSES 

3  For  an  additional  amount  for  “General  operating  ex- 

4  penses”,  $12,180,000. 

5  INPATIENT  CARE 

6  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Inpatient  care”,  $47,- 

7  4-50,000  $48,651,000,  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in 

8  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the 

9  amount  available  for  expenses  of  travel  of  employees,  is  in- 

10  creased  from  “$375,000”  to  “$400,000”. 

11  OUTPATIENT  CARE 

12  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Outpatient  care”,  $6,- 

13  934,000,  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Inde- 

14  pendent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount 

15  available  for  expenses  of  travel  of  employees,  is  increased 

16  from  “$206,400”  to  “$243,000”. 

17  COMPENSATION  AND  PENSIONS 

18  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Compensation  and  pen- 

19  sions”,  $52,500,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

20  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

21  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

22  MANAGEMENT  OF  LANDS  AND  RESOURCES 

23  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Management  of  lands 

24  and  resources”,  $3,684^600  $3,787,600  and  in  addition 

25  $100,000  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
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11  Salaries  and  Expenses,  Office  of  Minerals  Mobilization” : 
Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  S3, 500  shall  be  available  for 
reimbursing  the  American  Falls  Irrigation  District  Num¬ 
bered  2,  Shoshone,  Idaho,  for  reconstruction  of  a  bridge 
damaged  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  during  fire- 
suppression  activities. 

CONSTRUCTION 

For  an  additional  amount  for  u Construction,”  $1,- 
000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

ROAD  CONSTRUCTION  AND  MAINTENANCE 
(Liquidation  of  Contract  Authorization) 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Road  construction  and 
maintenance  (liquidation  of  contract  authorization)” ,  for 
liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to  the  Act  of 
August  23,  1958  (72  Stat.  834),  $1,000,000,  to  remain 
available  until  expended. 

PAYMENT  TO  STANDING  ROCK  SIOUX  TRIBE  OF  INDIANS 
For  deposit  in  the  United  States  Treasury  to  the  credit 
of  the  Standing  Rock  Sioux  Tribe  of  Indians  for  rehabilita¬ 
tion  and  relocation,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  5  of  the  Act  of  September  2,  1958  (72  Stat.  1763), 
$6,960,000. 
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Bureau  of  Reclamation 

LOAN  PROGRAM 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Loan  program”,  $4,860,- 
000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

National  Park  Service 

MANAGEMENT  AND  PROTECTION 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Management  and  protec¬ 
tion”,  $Lr270jOQQ  $1,388,500. 

Virgin  Islands  Corporation 

LOANS  TO  OPERATING  FUND 
The  Virgin  Islands  Corporation  may  borrow  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $125,000  from  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  for 
the  engineering  and  design  of  salt  water  distillation  and 
related  facilities  in  Saint  Thomas,  Virgin  Islands,  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  section  3  of  the  Act  of  September  2,  1958  (72 
Stat.  1760) . 

THE  JUDICIARY 

Courts  of  Appeals,  District  Courts,  and  Other 

Judicial  Services 

FEES  OF  JURORS  AND  COMMISSIONERS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Fees  of  jurors  and  com¬ 
missioners”,  $180,000. 

H.  R.  5916 - 4 
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TRAVEL  AND  MISCELLANEOUS  EXPENSES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Travel  and  miscellaneous 
expenses”,  $100,000. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  OFFICE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  COURTS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Administrative  Office  of 
the  United  States  Courts”,  $91,000,  of  which  $82,100 
shall  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for 
“Salaries  of  judges”,  fiscal  year  1959. 

EXPENSES  OF  REFEREES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Expenses  of  referees”, 
$247,600,  to  be  derived  from  the  referees’  expense  fund 
established  in  pursuance  of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1946,  as 
amended  (11  U.S.C.  68  (c)  (4)  ) . 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Legal  Activities  and  General  Administration 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  GENERAL  LEGAL  ACTIVITIES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
general  legal  activities”,  $973,000. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  UNITED  STATES  ATTORNEYS  AND 

MARSHALS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
United  States  attorneys  and  marshals”,  $2,032,000. 

FEES  AND  EXPENSES  OF  WITNESSES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Fees  and  expenses  of 
witnesses”,  $50,000;  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in 
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the  Department  of  Justice  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on 
the  amount  available  for  compensation  and  expenses  of  wit¬ 
nesses  or  informants,  is  increased  from  “$225,000”  to 
“$275,000”. 

Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$9,011,000. 

Federal  Prison  System 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  BUREAU  OF  PRISONS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
Bureau  of  Prisons”,  $2,671,000. 

SUPPORT  OF  UNITED  STATES  PRISONERS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Support  of  United  States 
prisoners”,  $500,000. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 
Bureau  of  Labor  Standards 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
including  $240,000  for  necessary  expenses  for  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  safety  functions  of  the  Secretary  under  the  Long¬ 
shoremen’s  and  Harbor  Workers’  Compensation  Act,  as 
amended  (72  Stat.  835)  ;  and  for  the  performance  of  func¬ 
tions  vested  in  the  Secretary  by  sections  8  (b)  and  (c)  of 
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the  Welfare  and  Pension  Plans  Disclosure  Act  (72  Stat. 
997)  ;  $730-, 600  $ 729,000 . 

Bureau  of  Employment  Security 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$&7-2>-800  $ 630,500 . 

UNEMPLOYMENT  COMPENSATION  FOR  VETERANS  AND 

FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Unemployment  compen¬ 
sation  for  veterans  and  Federal  employees”,  $40,000,000. 

TEMPORARY  UNEMPLOYMENT  COMPENSATION 
The  appropriation  granted  under  this  head  in  chapter 
II  of  the  Act  of  June  13,  1958  (Public  Law  85-457), 
shall  remain  available  until  September  30,  1959,  for  car¬ 
rying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Temporary  Unem¬ 
ployment  Compensation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended. 

LEGISLATIVE  BBAUCH 
Senate 

SALARIES  OF  SENATORS,  MILEAGE  OF  THE  PRESIDENT 
OF  THE  SENATE  AND  OF  SENATORS,  EXPENSE  ALLOW¬ 
ANCE  OF  THE  MAJORITY  AND  MINORITY  LEADERS  OF 
THE  SENATE,  AND  SALARY  AND  EXPENSE  ALLOW¬ 
ANCE  OF  THE  VICE  PRESIDENT 

Compensation  of  Senators 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “  Compensation  of  Sen¬ 
ators”  ,  $23,980. 
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Salaries,  Officers  and  Employees 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SERGEANT  AT  ARMS  AND  DOORKEEPER 

For  an  additional  amount  for  Office  of  Sergeant  at 
Arms  and  Doorkeeper,  $ 1,055  for  the  employment  from 
May  1,  1959,  of  an  Assistant  Superintendent,  Periodical 
Press  Gallery,  at  $3,000  basic  per  annum. 

Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate 

FURNITURE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “  Furniture',  $34,385. 

MISCELLANEOUS  ITEMS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  u  Miscellaneous  items ”, 
$81,290:  Provided,  That  effective  May  1,  1959,  the  basic 
salaries  of  the  research  assistants  to  the  majority  and  minor¬ 
ity  leaders,  as  authorized  by  S.  Res.  158,  agreed  to  Decem¬ 
ber  9,  1941,  may  be  fixed  by  the  respective  leaders  at  not  to 
exceed  $8,820  basic  per  annum  each. 

POSTAGE  ST  A  MRS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  maintenance  of  a  supply 
of  stamps  in  the  Senate  Post  Office,  $2,000. 

STATIONERY  (REVOLVING  FUND ) 

For  an  additional  amount  for  u Stationery  (revolving 
fund)”,  $1,780,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 
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1  House  of  Representatives 

2  For  payment  to  Herman  P.  Eberharter,  Junior,  and 

3  James  J.  Eberharter,  sons  of  Herman  P.  Eberharter,  late  a 

4  Representative  from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  $22,500. 

5  For  payment  to  Constance  L.  Horst,  Bettie  J.  Butler, 

6  and  Harry  L.  McGregor,  children  of  J.  Harry  McGregor, 

7  late  a  Representative  from  the  State  of  Ohio,  $22,500. 

8  For  payment  to  Edna  Simpson,  widow  of  Sidney  E. 

9  Simpson,  late  a  Representative  from  the  State  of  Illinois, 

10  $22,500. 

11  For  payment  to  the  children  of  George  H.  Christopher, 

12  late  a  Representative  from  the  State  of  Missouri,  $22,500. 

13  For  payment  to  Georgia  T.  Reed,  widow  of  Daniel  A. 

14  Reed,  late  a  Representative  from  the  State  of  Hew  York, 

15  $22,500. 

16  CONTINGENT  EXPENSES  OF  THE  HOUSE 

17  Reporting  Hearings 

18  For  an  additional  amount,  fiscal  year  1958,  for  “Report- 

19  mg  healings”,  $10,000. 

20  Postage  Stamps 

21  For  airmail  and  special-delivery  postage  stamps,  for  the 

22  first  session  of  the  86th  Congress,  as  authorized  by  Public 

23  Law  85-778,  approved  August  27,  1958,  $183,640. 
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Architect  of  the  Capitol 

EXTENSION  OF  THE  CAPITOL 

To  enable  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  under  the  direction 
of  the  Commission  for  Extension  of  the  United  States  Capitol, 
to  continue  to  provide  for  the  extension,  reconstruction,  and 
replacement  of  the  central  portion  of  the  United  States  Capitol 
and  other  improvements  authorized  under  the  heading  “ Ex¬ 
tension  of  the  Capitol”  in  the  Act  of  August  5, 1955  ( 69  Stat. 
515,  516),  as  amended,  $4,000,000. 

FURNITURE  AND  FURNISHINGS,  ADDITIONAL  SENATE 

OFFICE  BUILDING 

To  enable  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  under  the  direction 
of  the  Senate  Office  Building  Commission,  to  continue  to 
provide  furniture  and  furnishings  for  the  additional  office, 
building  for  the  United  States  Senate,  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  July  10,  1957  (Public  Law 
85-93,  Eighty-fifth  Congress),  $283,550,  to  remain  available 
until  expended. 

ADDITIONAL  OFFICE  BUILDING  FOR  THE  UNITED  STATES 

SENATE 

Construction  and  Equipment  of  Additional  Senate  Office 

Building 

To  enable  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  under  the  direction 
of  the  Senate  Office  Building  Commission,  to  continue  to 
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provide  for  the  construction  and  equipment  of  a  fireproof 
office  budding  for  the  use  of  the  United,  States  Senate,  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Second  Deficiency  Ap¬ 
propriation  Act,  1948  (62  Stat.  1029),  as  amended  by  the 
Legislative  Branch  Appropriation  Act  1958,(71  Stat.  252, 
253),  $ 750,000 :  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein 
appropriated  shall  be  obligated  or  expended  for  construction 
of  the  rear  center  wing  of  said  building,  from  the  ground 
floor  up,  provided  for  under  the  building  plans  heretofore 
approved  by  such  Commission :  Provided  further,  That  the 
amount  of  $23,446,000  fixed  by  the  Second  Deficiency  Ap- 
preprint  ion  Act,  1948  (62  Stat.  1029),  as  amended  by  the 
Legislative  Branch  Appropriation  Act,  1958  (71  Stat. 
252,  253) ,  as  the  limit  of  cost  for  construction  and  equipment 
of  an  additional  office  building  for  the  United  States  Senate 
is  hereby  increased  by  $750,000. 

POST  OFFICE  PEPAETMENT 
(Out  of  postal  fund) 

Transportation 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Transportation”, 
$37,500,000. 

PEPAETMENT  OF  STATE 
Administration  of  Foreign  Affairs 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$6,664,900. 
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EMERGENCIES  IN  THE  DIPLOMATIC  AND  CONSULAR  SERVICE 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Emergencies  in  the  diplo¬ 
matic  and  consular  service”,  $495,000. 

International  Organizations  and  Conferences 

CONTRIBUTIONS  TO  INTERNATIONAL  ORGANIZATIONS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Contributions  to  inter¬ 
national  organizations”,  $4,943,146. 

INTERNATIONAL  CONTINGENCIES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “International  contin¬ 
gencies”,  $1,100,000:  Provided,  That  this  appropriation 
shall  be  available  for  reimbursement  to  the  appropriation 
“Emergency  fund  for  the  President,  national  defense,” 
fiscal  year  1959,  in  such  amounts  as  may  have  been  ex¬ 
pended  from  said  appropriation  for  the  purposes  of  this 
appropriation. 

International  Commissions 

INTERNATIONAL  BOUNDARY  AND  WATER  COMMISSION, 
UNITED  STATES  AND  MEXICO 
Operation  and  maintenance 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance”,  $931,500. 

Other 

PAYMENT  TO  THE  PHILIPPINE  GOVERNMENT 
For  payment  in  fob  and  final  settlement  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  Philippines  as  authorized  by  the  Aet  of  June 
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1-934  -(48  Stat-T  -1-1-15)  $2-3,862-j751-,  to  be  derived  from 
receipts  under  section  7-  of  tire  Gold  Reserve  Act  of  1934 
-(41  -TAStGt  408b) 

THIRD  PAN  AMERICAN  GAMES 
For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Third  Pan  American 
Games,  1959,  $500,000,  to  remain  available  until  June  30, 
1960. 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 
Bureau  of  Accounts 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$303,300  $337,000. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  DIVISION  OF  DISBURSEMENT 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
Division  of  Disbursement”,  $3,903,600. 

Bureau  of  Customs 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$4,48-1,000  $4,519,000. 

Internal  Revenue  Service 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$897595,000  $30,600,000. 
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United  States  Seceet  Sebvice 

SAL  ABIES  AND  EXPENSES,  WHITE  HOTJSE  POLICE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
White  House  Police”,  $114,000. 

Bubeau  of  the  Mint 

SAL  ABIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Hot  to  exceed  $500  of  the  appropriation  granted  under 
this  head  for  the  fiscal  year  1959  shall  be  available  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Act  of  February  28,  1929  (45  Stat.  1409) , 
as  amended  by  the  Act  of  September  2,  1958  (Public  Law 
85-879) ,  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  strike 
and  present  a  gold  medal  in  honor  of  Boger  P.  Ames. 

Coast  Guard 

OPEBATING  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operating  expenses”, 
$7,800,000. 

CLAIMS  FOR  DAMAGES  AND  JUDGMENTS 

For  payment  of  claims  for  damages  as  settled  and  deter¬ 
mined  by  departments  and  agencies  in  accord  with  law  and 
judgments  rendered  against  the  United  States  by  United 
States  district  courts  and  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims, 
as  set  forth  in  Senate  Document  Numbered  20  and  House 
Document  Numbered  95,  Eighty-sixth  Congress,  $2,570,498 
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$4,931,024,  together  with  such  amounts  as  may  he  nec¬ 
essary  to  pay  interest  (as  and  when  specified  in  such 
judgments  or  provided  by  law)  and  such  additional  sums 
due  to  increases  in  rates  of  exchange  as  may  be  necessary 
to  pay  claims  in  foreign  currency:  Provided,  That  no  judg¬ 
ment  herein  appropriated  for  shall  be  paid  until  it  shall 
have  become  final  and  conclusive  against  the  United  States 
by  failure  of  the  parties  to  appeal  or  otherwise:  Provided 
further,  That,  unless  otherwise  specifically  required  by  law 
or  by  the  judgment,  payment  of  interest  wherever  appro¬ 
priated  for  herein  shall  not  continue  for  more  than  thirty 
days  after  the  date  of  approval  of  this  Act. 

TITLE  II 

INCREASED  PAY  COSTS 
Eor  additional  amounts  for  appropriations  for  the  fiscal 
year  1959,  for  increased  pay  costs  authorized  by  or  pur¬ 
suant  to  law,  as  follows: 

Department  of  Agriculture 
Farmer  Cooperative  Service:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$-37-, 8 00  $42,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Soil  Conservation  Service:  “Conservation  operations”, 
$5,7 84-, -600  $6,424,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the 
appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program” ; 

Foreign  Agricultural  Sendee:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
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$232,020,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Commodity  Exchange  Authority:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $01-, 200  $ 65,800 ,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from 
the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation:  “Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation  fund”  (increase  of  $297,000  in  the 
limitation  upon  the  amount  which  may  be  paid  from  pre¬ 
mium  income  for  administrative  and  operating  expenses)  ; 

Kural  Electrification  Administration:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $§51,-7-00  $ 613,000 ,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from 
the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Farmers’  Home  Administration :  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $-1,989,450  $2,210,500,  to  be  derived  by  transfer 
from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program” ; 

Office  of  the  General  Counsel:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$240,750,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $186,- 
755,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for 
“Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Library:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $56-, -340  $62,600,  to 
be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conserva¬ 
tion  reserve  program”; 
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Department  of  Commerce 
General  administration:  “Salaries  and  expenses’’, 
$203,400; 

Bureau  of  the  Census : 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $600,300; 

“1958  censuses  of  business,  manufacturers,  and 
mineral  industries”,  $405,900,  to  remain  available  until 
December  31,  1961; 

“Eighteenth  decennial  census”,  $351,000,  to  remain 
available  until  December  31,  1962; 

“Census  of  governments”,  $28,800; 

Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$665,100; 

Business  and  Defense  Services  Administration :  “Salaries 
and  expenses”,  $543,420; 

Bureau  of  Eoreign  Commerce : 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $193,275; 

“Export  control”,  $113,400; 

Office  of  Business  Economics:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$91,800; 

Maritime  activities:  “Maritime  training”,  $117,450; 
Bureau  of  Pubbc  Eoads:  “Limitation  on  general  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $1,381,500  in  the  bmitation 
on  necessary  expenses  of  administration)  ; 

National  Bureau  of  Standards: 
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“Expenses”,  $954,900; 

“Plant  and  equipment”,  $31,950,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended; 

Weather  Bureau:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $2,514,600; 
General  provisions-;  4he  Secretary  el  Commerce  is  au¬ 
thorized  te  transfer  net  te  exceed  lOOOjOOO  between  appro¬ 
priations  el  die  Department  el  Commerce  avahabie  for  Sal¬ 
aries  and  expenses  for  the  purpose  el  providing  for  increased 
pay  costs  in  the  fiscal  year  4959. 

General  provisions:  The  Secretary  of  Commerce  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  transfer  not  to  exceed  $833,075  from  the  appro¬ 
priation  “ Ship  construction  (liquidation  of  contract  author¬ 
ization)  maritime  activities ”,  to  other  appropriations  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce  for  the  purpose  of  providing  for 
increased  pay  costs  in  the  fiscal  year  1959. 


Depaetment  of  Defense— Civil  Functions 
Department  of  the  Army: 

Rivers  and  harbors  and  flood  control: 

“Operation  and  maintenance,  general”,  $4? 
024,200  $1,138,000,  to  remain  available  until  ex¬ 
pended  ; 

“General  expenses”,  $941,100  $1,096,000,  of 
which  $50,000  shall  he  derived  by  transfer  from  the 
appropriation  “United  States  section,  Saint  Law¬ 
rence  River  Joint  Board  of  Engineers', 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


40 


United  States  Soldiers’  Home:  “Limitation  on 
operation  and  maintenance  and  capital  outlay”  (increase 
of  $21-5,100  $ 239,000  in  the  amount  to  be  paid  from 
the  Soldiers’  Home  permanent  fund)  ; 

Administration,  Ryukyu  Islands:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $£87809  $ 32,000 ; 

The  Panama  Canal: 

Canal  Zone  Government:  “Operating  ex¬ 
penses”,  $1,01-87700  $ 1,126,400 ; 

Panama  Canal  Company:  “Panama  Canal 
Company  fund”  (increase  of  $314,760  $ 346,400 
in  the  limitation  on  general  and  administrative 
expenses)  ; 

Department  of  Defense — Military  Punctions 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $945,000; 

Office  of  Public  Affairs:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$31,500; 

Interservice  activities:  “Court  of  Military  Appeals”, 
$25,200; 

Department  of  the  Army  : 

“Research  and  development”,  $8,190,000  $9,100,- 
000,  to  remain  available  until  expended; 

Alaska  Communication  System:  “Operation  and 


maintenance”,  $158,400  $176,000; 
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Department  of  the  Navy: 

“Navy  personnel,  general  expenses”,  $2,-367,000 
$ 2,630,000 ; 

“Research  and  development”,  $8,991,600  $9,994,- 
000,  to  remain  available  until  expended; 

Department  of  the  Air  Force : 

“Research  and  development”,  $8,829,000,  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  expended; 

“Operation  and  maintenance”,  $12>  100,000  $69,- 

000,000; 

“Air  National  Guard”,  $1,945,800; 

District  of  Columbia 
(Out  of  District  of  Columbia  funds) 

Operating  expenses: 

“Executive  office”,  $27,225; 

“Office  of  Corporation  Counsel”,  $39,390,  of  which 
$2,000  shall  be  payable  from  the  highway  fund ; 

“Regulatory  agencies”,  $72,609; 

“Recreation  Department”,  $129,900  $173,200; 

“Department  of  Veterans  Affairs”,  $6,750; 

“Office  of  Civil  Defense”,  $4,650; 

“Department  of  Vocational  Rehabilitation”,  $11- 
400; 

“Courts”,  $245,250; 
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U~\ 


“Department  of  Public  Health’ , 

$ 1,937,000 ; 

“Department  of  Buildings  and  Grounds”,  $105,075, 
of  which  $700  shall  be  payable  from  the  highway  fund; 
‘Office  of  Surveyor”,  $8,250; 

‘Department  of  Licenses  and  Inspections”,  $120,- 

525; 

“Department  of  Highways”,  $259;500,  wliieli  shall 
be  payable  from  the  highway  fund  $279,500  of  which 
$259,500  shall  he  payable  from  the  highway  fund; 

“Department  of  Vehicles  and  Traffic”,  $62,490 
$76,400  (payable  from  the  highway  fund)  ; 

“Department  of  Sanitary  Engineering”,  $1,213,000, 
of  which  $190,000  shall  be  payable  from  the  water  fund 
and  $281,000  shall  be  payable  from  the  sanitary  sewage 
works  fund; 

“Washington  Aqueduct”,  $96,000  (payable  from 
the  water  fund)  ; 

“National  Guard”,  $8,250; 

“National  Capital  parks”,  $485t92£>  $247,900; 

“National  Zoological  Park”,  $50,775  $60,775. 

DIVISION  OF  EXPENSES 


The  sums  appropriated  in  this  title  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  shall,  unless  otherwise  specifically  provided,  be 
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paid  out  of  the  general  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as 
defined  in  the  District  of  Columbia  Appropriation  Act,  1956. 

Executive  Office  of  the  President 
The  White  House  Office:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$170,030,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
for  “Special  projects”; 

“Executive  Mansion  and  grounds”,  $34,000; 

Bureau  of  the  Budget:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$345,600; 

Council  of  Economic  Advisers :  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$18,000; 

National  Security  Council:  “Salaries  an  expenses”, 
$59,400; 

Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
Ereedmen’s  Hospital:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$116,000  $136,500. 

Office  of  Vocational  Rehabilitation :  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $115,000; 

Public  Health  Service: 

“Control  of  tuberculosis”,  $115,000,  to  be  derived 
by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Promotion  and 
further  development  of  vocational  education”; 

“Communicable  disease  activities”,  $290,000 

“Sanitary  engineering  activities”,  $441,000,  to  be 
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derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  ‘ ‘Pro¬ 
motion  and  further  development  of  vocational  educa¬ 
tion”; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  hospital  construction  serv¬ 
ices”,  $35,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the 
appropriation  for  “Promotion  and  further  development 
of  vocational  education”; 

“Hospitals  and  medical  care”,  $2,170,000; 

“Foreign  quarantine  activities”,  $240,000; 

“Indian  health  activities”,  $1,854,000; 

“Operations,  National  Library  of  Medicine,  $111,- 
000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
for  “Promotion  and  further  development  of  vocational 
education” ; 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $406,000,  to  be  derived 
by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Promotion  and 
further  development  of  vocational  education”; 

“Grants  and  special  studies,  Territory  of  Alaska”, 
$23,500,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  “Promotion  and  further  development  of  voca¬ 
tional  education” ; 

Saint  Elizabeths  Hospital:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

$221,000; 
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Social  Security  Administration: 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Public  Assist¬ 
ance”,  $186,500; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  Children’s  Bureau”, 
$172,000; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  the  Commissioner”, 
$28,000,  together  with  an  additional  amount  of  not  to 
exceed  $22,500  to  be  transferred  from  the  Federal  old- 
age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund ; 

Office  of  the  Secretary : 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $162,000,  together  with 
an  additional  amount  of  not  to  exceed  $24,000  to  be 
transferred  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors 
insurance  trust  fund; 

“Surplus  property  utilization”,  $55,000; 
Independent  Offices 

American  Battle  Monuments  Commission:  “Salaries 
and  expenses”,  $18,000; 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$464^400  $ 516,000 ; 

Commission  on  Civil  Bights:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$27,000; 

Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington:  “Limitation  on 
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administrative  expenses’"  (increase  of  $1-14,000  $160,000 
in  the  limitation  on  administrative  expenses)  ; 

Federal  Aviation  Agency: 

“Expenses”,  $15,124,200  $ 17,138,000 ; 

“Research  and  development”,  $297,000,  to  remain 
available  until  expended; 

“Operation  and  maintenance,  Washington  National 
Airport”,  $90,000; 

“Operation  and  maintenance  of  public  airports,  Ter¬ 
ritory  of  Alaska”,  $25,650; 

Federal  Communications  Commission:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $700,200  $ 778,000 ; 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board: 

“Limitation  on  administrative  and  examination  ex¬ 
penses,  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board”  (increase  of 
$99,000  in  the  limitation  on  administrative  expenses 
and  increase  of  $400,500  in  the  limitation  on  nonadmin- 
istrative  expenses  for  the  examination  of  Federal  and 
State  chartered  institutions)  ; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corporation”  (increase  of 
$30,600  in  the  limitation  on  administrative  expenses)  ; 
Federal  Mediation  and  Conciliation  Service:  “Salaries 


and  expenses”,  $228,600; 
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Federal  Power  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses’’, 
$427,500; 

Federal  Trade  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$48^000  $ 540,000 . 

Foreign  Claims  Settlement  Commission:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $4075OO  $55,000,  of  which  $0-480  $7,200  shall 
he  derived  only  from  the  war  claims  fund ; 

General  Accounting  Office :  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$2,020,500; 

General  Services  Administration: 

“Operating  expenses,  Public  Buildings  Service”, 
$-3t4t80t000  $4,079,960. 

“Operating  expenses,  Federal  Supply  Service”, 
$255,690,  and  increase  the  amount  which  may  be  de¬ 
posited  to  the  credit  of  this  appropriation  from  funds 
received  under  section  204  (a)  of  the  Federal  Property 
and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949,  as  amended, 
by  $134,010; 

“Operating  expenses,  National  Archives  and  Rec¬ 
ords  Service”,  $5-75,400  $639,000 ; 

“Operating  expenses,  Transportation  and  Public 
Utilities  Service”,  $145,800; 

Abaca  fiber  program:  “Limitation  on  administra- 
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tive  expenses’’  (increase  of  $4,950  in  the  limitation  for 
administrative  expenses)  ; 

Federal  Facilities  Corporation:  “Limitation  on 
administrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $1,620  in  the 
limitation  for  administrative  expenses)  ; 

Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  liquidation 
fund:  “Limitation  on  administrative  expenses”  (increase 
of  $3,960  in  the  limitation  for  administrative  expenses)  ; 
Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency : 

Office  of  the  Administrator: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $648-^000  $ 720,000 ; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Office 
of  the  Administrator,  college  housing  loans”  (in¬ 
crease  of  $43,200  in  the  amount  available  for  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses)  ; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Office 
of  the  Administrator,  public  facility  loans”  (increase 
of  $3-2,4-00  $ 36,000  in  the  amount  available  for 
administrative  expenses)  ; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Office 
of  the  Administrator,  revolving  fund  (liquidating 
programs)”  (increase  of  $4-7-,- 700  $53,000  in  the 
amount  available  for  administrative  expenses)  ; 
Federal  National  Mortgage  Association:  “Limita- 
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tion  on  administrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $135,000 
in  the  limitation  on  administrative  expenses)  ; 

Federal  Housing  Administration:  “Limitation  on 
administrative  and  nonadministrative  expenses”  (in¬ 
crease  of  $54 8-, OQO  $570,000  in  the  limitation  on  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses  and  $2;  734;  500  $3,035,000  in  the 
limitation  on  nonadministrative  expenses)  ; 

Public  Housing  Administration: 

“Administrative  expenses”,  $774,000; 
“Limitation  on  administrative  and  nonadminis¬ 
trative  expenses”  (increase  of  $774,000  in  the 
limitation  on  administrative  expenses)  ; 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $473-7-47600  $1,524,000; 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration:  “Sal¬ 
aries  and  expenses”,  $3,0487600  $3,354,000 ; 

National  Capital  Planning  Commission:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $18,000; 

National  Labor  Relations  Board:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $156,600; 

National  Mediation  Board: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $22,050 ; 

National  Railroad  Adjustment  Board:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $24,750; 
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Kenegotiation  Board:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $175,- 
500; 

Saint  Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Corporation : 
“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses”  (increase  of 
500  $15,000  in  the  limitation  on  administrative  expenses)  ; 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $57-37000  $637,000; 

Selective  Service  System:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$1,948,500  $ 2,165,000 ; 

Small  Business  Administration :  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$225,000,  and  in  addition  there  may  be  transferred  to  this  ap¬ 
propriation  $630,000  from  the  revolving  fund  and  $64,800 
from  the  fund  for  liquidation  of  Deconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  loans ; 

Smithsonian  Institution : 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $180,000; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  National  Gallery  of  Art”. 

$116,100; 

Tariff  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $141,300 
$157,000; 

Tax  Court  of  the  United  States:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $40,500; 

United  States  Information  Agency:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $3,057,300  $3,290,225; 
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Veterans  Administration: 

“Medical  administration  and  miscellaneous  operat¬ 
ing  expenses”,  $726,300; 

“Maintenance  and  operation  of  supply  depots”, 
$146,700; 

Department  of  the  Interior 
Departmental  offices: 

Office  of  Saline  Water:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$12,960; 

Office  of  Oil  and  Gas:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$32^00  $36,000; 

Office  of  the  Solicitor:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$2^90  $ 254,000 ; 

Office  of  Minerals  Mobilization:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $12,600; 

Commission  of  Fine  Arts:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$2, #29  $2,800; 

Bonneville  Power  Administration:  “Operation  and 
maintenance”,  $376,200; 

Southwestern  Power  Administration:  “Operation  and 
maintenance”,  $56,250; 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs: 

“Eesources  management”,  $8327590  $925,000,  of 
which  $360,090  $400,000  shall  be  derived  by  transfer 
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from  the  appropriation  for  “Education  and  welfare 
services” ; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $338,500 

$265,000] 

Bureau  of  Beclamation: 

“Operation  and  maintenance”,  $831,600,  of  which 
$718,383  shall  he  derived  from  the  reclamation  fund  and 
$63,900  shall  be  derived  from  the  Colorado  Biver  dam 
fund; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $324-, ■  540 

$360,600,  to  he  derived  from  the  reclamation  fund; 
Geological  survey:  “Surveys,  investigations,  and  re¬ 
search”,  $3,911-500  $ 3,235,000 ; 

Bureau  of  Mines: 

“Conservation  and  development  of  mineral  re¬ 
sources”,  $1,1907400  $1,656,000,  of  which  $1-175,400 
$1,306,000  shall  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  “salaries  and  expenses”,  Office  of  Minerals 
Exploration  ; 

“Health  and  safety”,  $438y300  $ 487,000 ; 
“General  administrative  expenses”,  $91t800  $102,- 


000 ; 
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National  Park  Service: 

“Maintenance  and  rehabilitation  of  physical  facili¬ 
ties”,  $-286,200  $ 318,100 ; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $04;05Q  $104- 
500; 

Pish  and  Wildlife  Service: 

Office  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pish  and  Wildlife: 
“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $24,300; 

Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries: 

“Management  and  investigations  of  resources”, 
$74-1,000  $ 790,000 . 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $54t450  $60- 
500 ;  Bureau  of  Commercial  Fisheries; 

“Management  and  investigations  of  resources”, 
$319,500; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $13,500; 
Office  of  Territories:  “Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific 
Islands”,  $430r320  $154,800. 

Virgin  Islands  Corporation:  “Limitation  on  adminis¬ 
trative  expenses”  (increase  of  $10,800  in  the  limitation  for 
administrative  expenses)  ; 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$48^040  $200,940. 
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The  Judiciary 

Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States: 

“Salaries”,  $70,000; 

“Care  of  the  building  and  grounds”,  $7,200; 

“Automobile  for  the  Chief  Justice”,  $465; 

Customs  Court:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $38,680; 

Court  of  Claims:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $28,900; 

Courts  of  appeals,  district  courts,  and  other  judicial 
services:  “Salaries  of  supporting  personnel”,  $1,939,300,  of 
which  $67,900  shall  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  “Salaries  of  judges”; 

Department  of  Justice 

Legal  activities  and  general  administration: 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  general  administration”, 

$304,000; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  Antitrust  Division”,  $338,- 

000; 

Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $4,208,000; 

Federal  Prison  System:  Federal  Prison  Industries,  In¬ 
corporated:  “Limitation  on  administrative  and  vocational 
training  expenses”  (increase  of  $32,000  in  the  limitation 
on  administrative  expenses  and  $50,000  in  the  limitation 
on  vocational  training  expenses )  ; 

Office  of  Alien  Property:  “Limitation  on  salaries  and 
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expenses”  (increase  of  $200,000  in  the  limitation  on  gen¬ 
eral  administrative  expenses)  ; 

Department  of  Labor 

Office  of  the  Secretary :  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$1-1-2,-500  $125,000) 

Office  of  the  Solicitor:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $190, 
SOO  $ 212,000 ; 

Bureau  of  Veterans’  Reemployment  Bights:  “Salaries 
and  expenses”,  $41^400  $ 46,000 ; 

Bureau  of  Apprenticeship  and  Training:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $-292,500  $325,000’, 

Bureau  of  Employment  Security: 

“Compliance  activities,  Mexican  farm  labor  pro¬ 
gram”,  $35^400  $39,000; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  Mexican  farm  labor  pro¬ 
gram”,  $417,000  $130,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer 
from  the  farm  labor  supply  revolving  fimd ; 

Bureau  of  Employees’  Compensation:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $334t300  $257,000,  together  with  an  additional 
amount  of  not  to  exceed  $3,690  to  be  derived  from  the  fund 
created  by  section  44  of  the  Longshoremen’s  and  Harbor 
Workers’  Compensation  Act,  as  amended; 

Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 


$ 595,000 ; 
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Women’s  Bureau:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $09/600 

$44,000) 

Wage  and  Hour  Division:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$825/300  $ 917,000 ; 

Legislative  Branch 

Senate: 

“ Salaries ,  officers  and  employees” ,  $1,488,605 ; 

“ Office  of  the  Legislative  Counsel  of  the  Senate” , 
$18,740; 

Contingent  expenses  of  the  Senate: 

“Legislative  reorganization” ,  $ 10,650 : 

“Senate  policy  committees” ,  $24,010 ; 

“Joint  Economic  Committee” ,  $13,590; 

“Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy”, 
$16,625; 

“Joint  Coimnittee  on  Printing ",  $7,605; 

“Vice  President’s  automobile” ,  $560; 
“Automobile  for  the  President  pro  tempore”, 
$560; 

“ Automobiles  for  the  majority  and  minority 
leaders” ,  $1,120; 

“Reporting  Senate  proceedings” ,  $18,825; 
“Inquiries  and  investigations” ,  $209,900; 
“Folding  documents” ,  $2,900; 
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House  of  Representatives : 

‘'Salaries,  officers  and  employees”,  $547,395; 
“Members’  clerk  hire”,  $1,425,000; 

Contingent  expenses  of  the  House : 

“Furniture”,  $12,663; 

“Miscellaneous  items”,  $123,500; 

“Special  and  select  committees”,  $200,000 ; 
“Joint  Committee  on  Internal  Revenue  Taxa¬ 
tion”,  $24,000; 

“Office  of  the  Coordinator  of  Information”, 
$9,175; 

“Folding  documents”,  $20,000; 

“Revision  of  laws”,  $1,650; 

“Speaker’s  automobile”,  $625; 

“Majority  leader’s  automobile”,  $625 ; 
“Minority  leader’s  automobile”,  $525; 

Capitol  Police:  “Capitol  Police  Board”,  $16,340; 
“Education  of  Senate  and  House  pages”,  $8,415; 

“ Joint  Committtee  on  Jl eduction  of  Nonessen¬ 
tial  Federal  Expenditures” ,  $2,295,  to  remain 
available  during  the  existence  of  the  committee  and 
to  be  disbursed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate; 
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Architect  of  the  Capitol: 

Office  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol:  “Salaries”, 
$16,150; 

Capitol  buildings  and  grounds : 

“Capitol  buildings”,  $39,900; 

“Capitol  grounds”,  $11,875; 

“Legislative  garage”,  $2,280; 

“House  office  buildings”,  $52,250; 

Library  buildings  and  grounds:  “Structural  and 
mechanical  care”,  $15,200; 

Botanic  Garden:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $14,250; 
Library  of  Congress: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $548,300; 

Copyright  Office:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$123,200; 

Legislative  Reference  Service:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $125,300; 

Distribution  of  catalog  cards:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $101,100; 

Books  for  the  blind:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$12,900; 

Organizing  and  microfilming  the  papers  of  the  Presi¬ 
dents:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $6,800; 

Government  Printing  Office:  Office  of  Superintendent 
of  Documents:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $168,150; 
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Post  Office  Department 
(Out  of  postal  fund)] 

“Administration,  regional  operation,  and  research’’,  $4,- 
823,100; 

“Operations”,  $221,220,000; 

“Facilities”,  $600,300; 

Department  of  State 

International  organizations  and  conferences:  “Missions 
to  international  organizations”,  $98,200; 

International  commissions : 

International  Boundary  and  Water  Commission, 
United  States  and  Mexico:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$49,000; 

“American  sections,  international  commissions”, 
$16,800; 

“International  fisheries  commissions”,  $18,800; 
“Passamaquoddy  tidal  power  survey,  $6,600,  to 
remain  available  until  expended; 

Educational  exchange:  “International  educational  ex¬ 
change  activities”,  $300,000; 

Treasury  Department 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $2227 


£50  $ 247,500 ; 
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Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt:  “Administering  the  public 
debt”,  $1,332,900; 

Bureau  of  Narcotics:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $280,550; 

United  States  Secret  Service: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $274-, 350  $301,500 ; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  guard  force”,  $22,500; 

Coast  Guard:  “Retired  pay”,  $700,000. 

General  Provision 

Seo.  201.  Except  where  specifically  increased  or  de¬ 
creased  elsewhere  in  this  Act,  the  restrictions  contained 
within  appropriations,  or  provisions  affecting  appropriations 
or  other  funds,  available  during  the  fiscal  year  1959,  limiting 
the  amounts  which  may  be  expended  for  personal  services, 
or  for  purposes  involving  personal  services,  or  amounts  which 
may  be  transferred  between  appropriations  or  authorizations 
available  for  or  involving  such  services,  are  hereby  increased 
to  the  extent  necessary  to  meet  increased  pay  costs  author¬ 
ized  by  or  pursuant  to  law. 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  March  24,  1959. 

Attest:  RALPH  R.  ROBERTS, 

Clerk. 


(0 

o 

r4- 

<T> 

2- 


hj 

w 


s'  £ 


p 

s 


fD 

3 

CL 

5 

<t> 


o 

CH 

CO 


w 

ft) 

p 

p- 


o 


P 

P 

P- 

>  g 

*3  & 

b  *~t 

©  1-t 

V  © 

B  Q, 

p 

ET.  rt- 
O  O 
B 

”  n- 
p" 
(0 


t> 

M 

5 

W 

to 

Ol 


co 

ot 

CD 


o 

o 

B 

B 


P 

o  css  pr 

ft  !0  S' 
BB  O  3 
o>  so  crq 


*a  ^ 

j=  ® 

*  ^ 
B3 

S  CD 
C/J  ►— • 
CD  £ 
C/2  P- 


CO 

p 

>3, 

ct> 

B 

,  CD 


crq 


^-1  jo 

B 'd 
b  b3 

CD  b, 

i-3  b_ 

i-i  2* 

co  ff- 

Oc  O 

co  O 

CO 

2  H* 

B  ° 

Oj  IB 


> 


o 

H 


o 

B 


Hs  B- 
O  BB 
B  CD 


73 

*0 

o 


Z 

o 

to 

o 

<1 


m 

zn 


X 

• 

73 

• 

o 

cn 

p 

ST 

3 

<£> 

O-i 

P 

H 

as 

<J) 

o 

i— * 

OFFICE  OF 
BUDGET  AND  FINANCE 


0\ 


O^ONTEREST  TO  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 


(For  Department 
Staff  Only) 


Issued  April  27,  1959/ 

For  actions  of  April  24  6:  2j/f  1959 

, 86th-lst,  Nds,  63 
'  and  64  ~ 


CONTENTS 

Adjournment, . .  .9 

Appropriations 5 
Budget, • • • » *y*  »««»»„», ,,11 
Electrification. ,4 
Food  stamp,. 1,6 
Foreign  aid,  , .  e  ......  ,3 

Forestry . .  .  e  a  7 

Milk . 1 

Research* .  „ . . . . .  ,  13 

School  lunches. XlO 
Surplus  food. . . , . ,  „ ,  ,.61,n 
'  /ansportation, ...... . 8, 14s 

water  resources. ...... 2, 12 

HIGHLIGHTS :  Sen.  Randolph  urged  enactment  of  food— stamp  plan®  Senate  made 
second  supplemental  appropriatio\bill  unfinished  business, 


SENATE  -  Apr,V4 

SURPLUS  FOOD.  Sen.  Randolph  urg/d  enactment  of\a  food-stamp  plan  bill  (S.  1686) 
as  "a  realistic  measure  to  provide  for  the  pub li\wel fare  by  securing  a  minimal 
dietary  level  among  our  very/ low  income  and  unemployed  persons."  p.  5941 

Sen,  Langer  inserted  a  GTA  Daily  Radio  Roundup  stating  that  the  House  Govern¬ 
ment  Operations  Committee/" has  launched  a  long-range  probe  because  stories  have 
been  leaking  out  from  various  sources  that  big  windfall,  profits  are  being  made 
by  food  processors  on  Such  things  as  sales  of  surplus  dr\ed  milk."  p.  6004 

2.  WATER  RESOURCES.  The  following  appointments  were  made  to  th^Select  Committee  on 
National  Water  Resources:  from  the  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee: 

Sens.  Anderson,  Jackson,  and  Kuchel;  from  the  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 
Committee:  Sens*  Magnuson,  Engle,  and  Schoeppel;  from  the  Agriculture  and 

Forestry  Committee:  Sens.  Ellender,  Hart,  and  Young,  N.  Dak,;  from  the  Public 
Works  Committee:  Sens.  Chavez,  Kerr,  and  Case,  S.  Dak,  pp.  5935 -6s 

FOREIGN  AID.  Sen.  Fulbright  discussed  amendments  he  will  propose  to  th^vproposed 
Mutual  Security  Act  of  1959  which  are  designed  to  place  more  emphasis  un^er 
the  program  on  economic  aid  to  foreign  countries,  and  inserted  an  articleNiis- 
cussfng  the  need  for  greater  economic  assistance  in  the  foreign  aid  program; 
pp/5932-5 

Sen,  Bridges  inserted  an  article  opposing  the  extension  of  foreign  aid  to 
:ommunist  countries,  p.  5936-7 


2 


fog 


4,  ELECTRIFICATION.  Sen.  Langer  inserted  a  local  REA  co-op  resolution  oppos 

any, plan  "designed  to  increase  the  interest  rates  to  the  rural  electrif/ication 
cooperatives  and/or  any  plan  designed  to  subject  the  cooperatives  to  private 
finance. "  p.  6004 


SENATE  -  Apr.  25 


5.  APPROPRIATIONS.  Made  H.  R.  5916,  the  second  supplemental  appropriation  bill, 
the  unfinished  business  for  consideration  Mon. ,  Apr.  27.  p.  6049 


6.  SURPLUS  FOOD.  Sen.  Randolph  urged  the  enactment  of  legislation  for  a  food- 
stamp  plan  to  ai'd  the  needy  and  unemployed.  pp,  6017-8 


7.  FORESTRY.  Sen.  Hruska  paid  tribute  to  the  observance  of^ Arbor  Day  on  April  22, 
and  to  former  Secretary  of  Agriculture  J.  Sterling  Mo/ton  "who  waged  a  con¬ 
tinuous  battle  to  plaht  and  preserve  trees  in  Ameriq®,,"  p.  6011 


8.  TRANSPORTATION.  Sens*  Neuberger  and  Morse  urged  tpe  enactment  of  legislation 
"to  relieve  the  shortage  \)f  railroad  boxcars  by7 giving  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  authority\to  establish  charge^  between  railroads  for  use  ofj 
freight  cars,"  and  inserted\jeveral  articles  yoiscussing  the  situation,  pp. 
6011-3,  6049 


9.  ADJOURNED  until  Mon.,  Apr.  27. 


14. 


6053 


ITEMSXIN  APPENDIX 


10.  SCHOOL  LUNCHES.  Extension  of  remarkyVf  Sen.  Yarborough  commending  the  school 
lunch  program  as  "one  of  the  finest  programs  in  operation  in  our  schools,"  and 
inserting  an  editorial,  "School  Lanches\Paid  For  Twice,"  discussing  why  some 
school  districts  have  not  taken /advantage^ of  this  program,  p.  A4493 


11.  BUDGET.  Sen.  Neuberger  inserted  an  editorial,  endorsing  proposed  legislation 

to  establish  a  capital  budget,  "which  would  ^parate  reimbursable  Federal  items 
from  those  which  are  entirely  outgo  and  produce  no  income."  p.  A3402 


12.  WATER  RESOURCES.  Sen.  Neuberger  inserted  an  artib^Le,  "St.  Lawrence  Valley  Bo^ 


as  the  Seaway  Lures  Industry,  Tourists,"  and  statdd  that  it  details  just  what 
such  development  can  .mean  to  important  sections  of  Tooth  the  United  States  and 
Canada,  with  specia/  reference  to  the  Columbia  RiverNBasin.  pp.  A3407-8 


13.  RESEARCH*  Sen.  Hill  commended  and  inserted  an  address  bV  Dr.  L.  E.  Burney, 

Surgeon  General/of  the  U.  S.  Public  Health  Service,  "The\Role  of  the  Federal 
Government  in  Jsasic  Research."  pp.  A3417-9 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 


TRANSPORTATION.  S.  1789,  by  Sen.  Magnuson  (for  himself  and  otheVs) ,  to  amend 
sectioiy  1(14) (a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  to  insure  the  adequacy  of  the 
national  railroad  freight  car  supply;  to  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Com¬ 
mittee.  Remarks  of  Sen.  Magnuson.  p.  5932 


-0- 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS  ANNOUNCEMENTS: 

Apr,/27:  H.  Agriculture  subcommittee  on  wheat  (exec). 

UZDA  appropriations,  S.  Appropriations  (outside  witnesses), 
later  resources  study,  S.  Select  Committee  on  Water  Resources  (exec). 
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ie  said  that  if  his  suggestions  could  be 
agreed  upon  at  the  coming  negotiations  the 
way 'would  be  opened  not  only  for  the  re¬ 
unification  of  Germany,  but  greater  free¬ 
dom  throughout  Eastern  Europe. 

“We  coVld  end  up  with  every  one  of  those 
countries  having  their  own  kind  of  govern¬ 
ment,”  Senior  Capehart  said. 


CHAIRMAN,  JOINT  CHIEFS  OF 
STAFF 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomi¬ 
nation  of  Gen.  Nathan  F.  Twining  to  be 
Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  nomination  is  con¬ 
firmed. 


NATIONAL  RAILROAD  FREIGHT  CAR 
SUPPLY 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  yester¬ 
day  the  Senator  froin  Washington  [Mr. 
Magntjson]  introduced  the  bill  (S.  1789) 
which  is  designed  to  instire  the  adequacy 
of  the  national  railroad  freight  car  sup¬ 
ply  by  allowing  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  to  fix  compensation  to  be 
paid  by  one  railroad  to  another  for  the 
use  of  freight  cars. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  bill,  the  Com¬ 
mission  must  give  consideration  tq  the 
level  of  freight  car  ownership  and.  to 
other  factors  affecting  the  adequacy'qf 
the  national  freight  car  supply.  Com\ 
pensation  for  the  use  of  such  cars  under  \ 
the  present  law,  and  its  interpretation 
by  the  courts,  can  include  only  the  bare 
costs  of  ownership.  This  bill  would 
either  allow  compensation  to  include  a 
fair  return  on  value,  or  be  computed  on 
the  basis  of  value  of  use  of  freight  cars, 
or  upon  any  other  reasonable  basis  of 
compensation  as  in  the  judgment  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  will 
provide  just  and  reasonable  compensa¬ 
tion  to  freight  car  owners,  contribute 
to  sound  freight  car  service  practices  and 
encourage  the  acquisition  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  a  freight  car  supply  adequate 
to  meet  the  needs  of  commerce  and  the 
national  defense. 

It  is,  in  my  opinion,  unfortunate  that 
a  bill  of  this  sort  is  necessary.  The  rail¬ 
roads  are  constantly  complaining  that 
they  are  not  in  a  position  to  compete 
ratewise  with  other  forms  of  transporta¬ 
tion  but  periodically  they  find  them¬ 
selves  unable  to  take  promptly  the  busi¬ 
ness  offered  them.  To  the  credit  of  the 
western  railroads,  it  may  be  said  that 
they  are  much  more  provident  about 
their  freight  car  supply  than  are  the 
railroads  in  the  East. 

This  bill  will  put  into  play  the  inejf'- 
orable  force  of  economics  to  encourage 
eastern  railroads  to  return  the  ca/'s  to 
their  owners  in  the  West  rather  than  pay 
per  diem  charges  reflecting  the/value  of 
the  use  of  the  equipment.  Return  of 
such  equipment  promptly  tq'  the  West 
will  help  alleviate  the  shortages  of  cars 
with  which  lumber  shippers  of  Oregon 
periodically  are  confronted. 


IN  THE  ARMY 


The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomi¬ 
nation  of  Gen.  Lyman  L.  Lemnitzer  to  be 
Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army  for  a  period 
of  2  years. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  nomination  is  con¬ 
firmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina¬ 
tion  of  Maj.  Gen.  Leonard  Dudley  Heaton 
to  be  Surgeon  General,  U.S.  Army. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  nomination  is  con¬ 
firmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomi- 
ation  of  Maj.  Gen.  Ralph  Thomas  Nelson 
p  be  Chief  Signal  Officer,  U.S.  Army;"' 
as  major  general  in  the  Regular 
y  of  the  United  States 

PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  nomination  js  con¬ 
firmed. 


604 IT 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina¬ 
tion  of  Vice  Adm.  John  M.  Will  po  be 
placed  on  the  retired  list  in  the  grade 
of  vice  admiral. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER;  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  nomination  is  con¬ 
firmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina¬ 
tion  of  Rear  Adm.  Roy  A.  Gano  to  be  a 
vice  admiral  while  serving  in  certain  po¬ 
sitions. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  nomination  is  con¬ 
firmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina¬ 
tion  of  Adm.  Arleigh  A.  Burke,  to  be  re¬ 
appointed  as  Chief  of  Naval  Operations, 
for  a  period  of  2  years. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  nomination  is  con¬ 
firmed. 

Mr;  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
President  be  notified  of  the  nominations 
confirmed  today. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  President  will  be  so 
notified. 


RETIRED  LIST 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina¬ 
tion  of  Gen.  Maxwell  Davenport  Taylor 
to  be  a  general. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  thej^omination  is  con¬ 
firmed. 

The  legislatiW'clerftv  read  the  nomi¬ 
nation  of  Lt.  Gen.  Jamek  Dunne  O’Con¬ 
nell  to  be  a  lieutenant  general. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  nomination  is  con¬ 
firmed. 


SESSION 
Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 


EXECUTTVI 

Mr.  JOHNSON  pf 
dent,  I  move  that"  the  Senate  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business 
for  the  consideration  of  nominations  be¬ 
ginning  witi/the  Chaix-man  of  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  S^aff. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  preceded  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business. 


REGULAR  AIR  FORCE 

e  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina¬ 
tion.  of  Maj.  Gen.  Bernard  A.  Schriever 
o  be  assigned  to  positions  of  important 
and  responsibility  designated  j  by  the 
President  in  the  rank  of  lieutenant  gen¬ 
eral. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  nomination  is  con¬ 
firmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina¬ 
tion  of  Gen.  Thomas  D.  White  to  be  re¬ 
appointed  as  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Air 
Force. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  nomination  is  con¬ 
firmed. 

IN  THE  NAVY 

The  legislative,  clerk  read  the  nomina¬ 
tion  of  Rear  Adm.  John  T.  Hayward  to 
be  appointed  to  the  grade  of  vice  admiral 
while  serving  commands  and  other  du¬ 
ties. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  nomination  is  con¬ 
firmed. 


LEGISLATIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  move  that 
the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration 
of  legislative  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  leg¬ 
islative  business. 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPRO¬ 
PRIATION  BILL,  1959 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  Calendar  No.  197, 
H.R.  5916,  the  second  supplemental  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  of  1959. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
wil  be  stated  by  title  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.R. 
5916)  making  supplemental  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1959,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Texas. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  with  amend¬ 
ments. 

PROGRAM  FOR  NEXT  WEEK 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  announce\that  there  will  be  no 
debate  on  the  appropriation  bill  today. 

On  Monday  we  expect  to  have  a  yea- 
and-nay  vote  on  the  Treaty  on  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Calendar.  We  a}so  expect,  if  it 
is  agreeable  to  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  and  to 
the  senior  Senator  from  Oregon,  to  dis¬ 
cuss  the  Luce  nomination.  The  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Re¬ 
lations  has  indicated  that  he  would  be 
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prepared  to  discuss  that  nomination  on 
Monday.  Therefore  I  should  like  to 
have  afembers  of  the  Senate  to  be  on 
notice  that  there  will  be  yea-and-nay 
votes  on  both  matters. 

Mr.  MO^SE.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
be  ready  to'-discuss  the  nomination  on 
Monday.  I  should  like  to  request  the 
majority  leaded-  to  give  consideration  to 
assisting  me,  if  lie  is  inclined  to  do  so,  to 
have  a  yea-and-nay  vote  on  the  Luce 
nomination. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  In  addition, 
Mr.  President,  there  will  be  a  meeting  of 
the  policy  committee  oh  Monday,  and 
probably  other  proposed  legislation,  such 
as  the  railroad  retirement  hill,  will  be 
called  up  for  action  next  week\ 

Mr.  President,  before  I  conclude  I  wish 
to  express  my  deep  appreciation  to  the 
distinguished  minority  leader,  the.  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen],  for  his 


cease  objecting  to  a  reasonable  kind  of 
on-site  inspection  which  the  technicians 
agree  is  necessary  in  order  to  determine 
whether  a  given  subterranean  disturb¬ 
ance  is  a  nuclear  explosion  or  an  earth¬ 
quake.  All  he  need  do  is  simply  to 
make  it  plain  that  he  does  not  continue 
to  insist  upon  obstructing  the  work  of 
this  commission  with  impossible  red  tape. 

If  he  does  so,  he  can  have  an  all-out 
ban  on  all  types  of  nuclear  explosions. 

The  position  of  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain  has  altered  in  no  particu¬ 
lar  in  this  regard,  and  I  believe  that  in 
his  heart  the  Soviet  Premier  knows  it. 

I  continue  to  read  from  the  dispatch: 

The  Soviet  Premier  said  his  Government 
considers  that  the  stopping  only  of  nuclear 
explosions  made  at  heights  of  up  to  50  kilo¬ 
meters  as  suggested  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States  of  America  will  not  solve  the 
problem.  The  objective  of  preventing  the 
manufacture  of  new  and  more  destructive 
types  of  atomic  weapohs  would  not  be 


generous  and  genuine  statement  about 

me  earlier  today.  I  appreciate  workifig  achieved  in  that  case. 

with  him,  and  1  ,^m ,  In  V  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  inter- 

have  m  the  rnmonty  lea  P  j^ct  another  comment.  If  ever  a  straw - 

able  and  understanding  peiso  .  i^an  excuse  was  given,  this  is  it.  In  the 

)  first  place,  the  all-out  ban  which  the 


NUCLEAR  TEST  BANS 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  President,  there 
has  just  appeared  on  the  news  ticker  of 
the  United  Press  the  following  news 
story : 

Moscow. — Soviet  Premier  Khrushchev  has 
written  a  personal  letter  to  President  Eisen* 
hower  calling  for  a  halt  of  “all  tests  of  nu¬ 
clear  weapons,”  Tass  News  Agency  said  to¬ 
night.  It  reported  that  the  message  was 
handed  to  the  U.S.  State  Department  in 
Washington  yesterday  by  Soviet  Ambassador 
MikhaU  Menshikov. 

The  message  was  an  answer  to  a  note 
Eisenhower  sent  to  the  Soviet  Premier  April 
.13  appealing  personally  to  Khrushchev  to 
help  get  the  deadlocked  nuclear  talks  in 
Geneva  back  on  a  working  basis. 

Eisenhower  wrote  that  if  Moscow  was  un¬ 
willing  to  go  along  with  “on-site  inspection” 
of  possible  violations  of  a  test  ban  treaty,  it 
might  accept  as  a  first  step  toward  a  com¬ 
plete  ban  the  cessation  of  nuclear  weapons 
tests  in  the  atmosphere  to  the  height  of  30 
miles. 

“We  should  not  flinch  before  the  difficul¬ 
ties  attached  to  agreement  on  a  test  ban,” 
Khrushchev  wrote. 

“We  should  muster  strength  of  will  andy 
show  an  appreciation  of  the  need  to  concluc 
an  agreement  providing  for  the  stopping/6f 
aU  tests  of  nuclear  weapons — in  the /at¬ 
mosphere,  underground,  under  watej/  and 
at  great  altitudes,”  the  letter  said. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  point/!  inter¬ 
ject  the  comment  that  the  position  of  the 
United  States  has  been  made'  quite  plain 
at  Geneva.  We  are  in  fa/or  of  a  test 
ban  on  nuclear  explosions  in  the  atmo¬ 
sphere,  underground,  under  water,  and 
at  great  altitudes.  We  have  asked  only 
that  such  a  ban  be  policed  by  a  reason¬ 
able  detection  and'  control  system,  to 
give  protection  against  covert  violations. 
If  the  Soviet  Premier  is  really  sincere  in 
wishing  to  obtain  this  ban,  he  can  obtain 
it  readily  enough.  All  he  need  do  is  in¬ 
struct  his  /negotiator,  whose  intransi¬ 
gence  is  responsible  for  the  stalemate  at 
Geneva, /to  stop  demanding  a  veto  power 
over  the  activities  of  the  proposed  inter¬ 
national  control  commission.  All  he 
nee^  do  is  to  instruct  his  negotiator  to 


I  hope  the  President  of  the  United/ 
States  will  persist  in  attempting 
achieve  this  limited  test  ban,  if  no  othfer 
is  available,  and  that  he  will  utilize/the 
opportunities  presented  in  the  ca 
Foreign  Ministers  Conference  and  sum¬ 
mit  conference  to  this  end.  I  feel  that 
there  is  reason  to  believe  that  we  may 
yet  achieve  the  kind  of  agreement  which 
the  Soviet  Union  backed,  yvith  a  trust¬ 
worthy  inspection  and  control  system 
which  will  stop  the  poisoning  of  the  air. 

It  was  this  proposal/which  I  made  to 
the  State  Department  6  weeks  ago.  It 
is  this  proposal  \ynich  has  now  been 
adopted.  We  ha/e  made  our  position 
clear  at  Geneva/and  I  hope  that  before 
the  year  is  out/ we  will  have  made  that 
first  great  step  forward  to  end  pollution 
of  the  air  and  toward  the  establishment 
of  controls  throughout  the  world  upon 
which  we7 can  base  more  extended  agree¬ 
ments  toward  peace  in  future  years. 


Russians  say  we  must  attempt  to  achieve/ 
and  which  we  are  willing  to  achieve/if 
possible\has  nothing  at  all  directly  1 /  do 
with  the  'manufacture  of  atomic  Weap¬ 
ons.  It  is  a  non  sequitur.  If  the/Soviet 
Premier  is  worried  that  continued  un¬ 
derground  tests  and  spatial  tgrsts  might 
contribute  to  the  development  of 
weapons  of  greater  poweiythen  let  me 
ask:  What  greater ’•jpowei’/s  needed  than 
the  power  we  haveVlreddy  achieved  in 
10-,  15-,  and  20-megajfon  bombs? 

The  fact  of  the  m/ttqr  is  that  we  are 
at  Geneva  not  for  the  pip-pose  of  trying 
to  reach  an  agreement  up\n  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  nuclear  weapons  ;Nve  are  there 
for  the  purpose  of  putting  'an  end  to 
nuclear  tests/  This,  as  I  have  indicated, 
is  not  relevant  as  an  excuse  for  Refusing 
to  accept  Jt he  proposal  of  the  President. 

I  continue  to  read  from  the  dispatch: 

Khru/hchev’s  note  said  atomic  explosions 
at  hei/hts  of  more  than  30  miles  “would  pot 
son  /he  air  and  the  soil  by  contaminating 
with  radioactive  fallout  the  vegetation  which 
forms  part  of  the  food  of  animals  and  finds 
xs  way  into  man’s  organisms  *  * 

He  said,  therefore,  the  people  of  the  world 
would  be  justified  in  condemning  an  agree¬ 
ment  to  end  tests  only  under  the  30-mile 
limit  as  “an  unfair  deal.” 

That  is  the  end  of  the  dispatch.  Ev¬ 
erybody  in  this  field  knows  that  the  kind 
of  nuclear  tests  which  contribute  in  a 
substantial  way  to  the  pollution  of  the 
air  are  those  which  occur  within  the 
limits  of  the  President’s  proposal. 

I  am  not  discouraged  or  dejected  by 
the  reply  of  the  Soviet  Premier.  I  think 
it  is  noteworthy  that  he  did  not  reject 
out  of  hand  the  President’s  proposal.  I 
think  it  is  significant  that  he  has  left 
the  door  open  for  further  negotiations 
upon  this  proposal  or  possible  acceptable 
alternatives. 

Moreover,  I  think  we  should  expect  the 
Soviet  Premier  to  get  all  the  propaganda 
value  he  can  from  any  proposal  offered 
by  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain. 
We  must  be  mindful  of  the  fact  that  a 
conference  of  foreign  ministers  is  ahead, 
and  also  a  summit  conference. 


JLINE  OF  QUALITY  RADIO  AND 
TELEVISION  PROGRAMS 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  I  call 
the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  ap¬ 
proaching  death,  on  June  1,  of  an  enter¬ 
tainment  program  which  has  delighted 
American  radio  and  television  audiences 
for  30  years,  the  Voice  of  Firestone. 
This  quality  program  has  again  become 
the  victim  of  the  munbo-jumbo  cult  of 
TV  ratings. 

Five  years  ago,  the  Voice  of  Firestone 
was  unceremoniously  kicked  off  NBC  as 
a  result  of  the  microscopic  samplings  of 
the  rating  services,  but  found  a  home  in 
prime  time  on  the  ABC  network,  which 
at  that  time  was  trying  to  build  a  quality 
audience  for  its  advertisers. 

Mr.  Harvey  Firestone,  its  manager,  in¬ 
sisted  that  if  an  advertiser  was  willing 
to  pay  his  own  money  for  a  quality  pro¬ 
gram  to  advertise  a  quality  product,  cen¬ 
sorship  through  TV  ratings  and  sub¬ 
servient  network  officials  would  not  deter 
him. 

But  despite  this  determination  of  an 
experienced  advertiser  to  advertise  his 
product  with  a  program  he  thought 
arthy  and  apparently  profitable  to  his 
conppany,  the  desires  of  the  advertiser 
and\pf  the  public  get  short  shrift,  be- 
cause^the  TV  rating  services  on  Madison 
AvenueVate  close  to  the  Sermon  on  the 
Mount  il\  importance. 

Now  ABiY  apparently  prosperous  with 
its  two-gui/ westerns,  its  “Maverick,” 
and  whodunits,  seems  to  have  gone 
trigger-happy  along  with  NBC  and  CBS 
for  the  blood  and  thunder  which  fatten 
the  batting  average  in  the  daily  TV 
rating  services. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  in  the  last 
Congress  I  raised  the\uestion  whether 
the  television  programs  which  were  being 
made  available  to  the  public  were  not  the 
slaves  of  the  so-called  rating,  services. 

During  the  hearings  conducted  by  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  on  the  generahsubject 
of  television  ratings,  I  referred  to  tne  im¬ 
portance  of  this  “numbers  game”  an\the 
baleful  influence  it  had  on  the  progrs 
ing  which  was  being  made  available 
the  general  public. 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  Senate  overrode  President ' s\veto/5f  REA  loan  approval  bill.  House 
committee  ordered  reported  tobacco  and  feed  grains  price  support  bills.  Senate  de¬ 
bated  second  supplemental  appropriation  biLy.  Rep.  llcGovern  urged  Congress  to 
override  veto  of  REA  loan  approval  bill.  /Re  py  Me  Intire  commended  Secretary’s  pro¬ 
posed  national  forest  program.  House  committee.  reported  Labor-Hew  appropriation 
bill.  Sen.  Humphrey  and  Reps.  Johnson/wis. ,  an4  Kastenmeier  introduced  and  Sen. 
\mphrey  discussed  dairy  stabilization  bills. 


SENATE 

1.  ELECTRIFICATION.  Overrode,  64  to  29,  the  President's  veto  \f  S.  144,  to  give 

the  REA  Administrator  additional  authority  over  the  approval\^>f  loans.  Sens. 
Dirksen,  AndersofC  Hickenlooper ,  and  Aiken  defended  the  President's  action. 
Sens.  Humphrey/and  Symington  urged  that  the  veto  be  overridden.\  pp.  6211-5 

2.  SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  Began  debate  on  this  bill,  H.  R.  5916, 

Agreed  to  the  Committee  amendments  en  bloc.  (See  Digest  59  for  a  summary  of 
the  bill  as  reported  by  the  Appropriations  Committee.)  pp.  6216-24,  622^-35 

3.  WATER  RESOURCES ,  Agreed  to,  without  amendment,  S.  Res.  Ill,  to  increase 
membership  of  the  S.  Select  Committee  on  National  Water  Resources  by  4 
ti/onal  members  to  be  named  by  the  Vice  President.  The  resolution  had  been 
Flitted  earlier  in  the  day  by  Sen.  Murray,  pp.  6197-8 
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4.  FARM  PROGRAM.  Sen.  Proxmire  inserted  an  article,  "The  Poverty  of  Abundance,^ 
critical  of  the  Secretary’s  farm  policies,  pp.  6190-3 

lces. 


5.  PRICES.  Sen.  Butler  inserted  a  University  of  Pittsburg  professor's  letter, 
"Administered  Prices,"  stating  that  "administrative  pricing  is  an  integral 
part  oi,  our  society."  p.  6238 

Sen.  ^Butler  commended  the  American  Can  Co.  for  reducing  the  pried'  of  cans 
"used  for\packing  the  fruits  and  vegetables  constituting  a  major  portion  of 
the  average's  family' s  food  budget."  p.  6240 


6.  FOREIGN  AID.  Sen.  Morse  inserted  a  newspaper  article,  "The  Amytal  Headache," 
discussing  the  'proposed  mutual  security  bill.  p.  6199 


7.  FARM  PRICES.  Sen.  ''Carlson  inserted  a  local  Kan.  Farmers  Uirifon  resolution 

urging  that  "Congress  pass  legislation  to  encourage  an  ug^ard  trend  in  farm 
prices."  p.  6171 


8.  SUGAR.  Received  a  Salt  Rake  City,  Utah,  sugar  worlcers/union  resolution  favor¬ 
ing  enactment  of  legislation  to  extend  the  Sugar  Act/,  p.  6170 


9.  SALINE  WATER;  RESEARCH.  Received  a  Calif.  Legislature  resolution  urging  that 
Antioch,  Calif.,  be  selectedVs  a  site  for  an  experimental  saline  brackish 
water  conversion  plant.  p.  6l\[0 


10.  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS,  Sen.  Neuberger  inserted  an .Article  by  the  American  Assoc, 
for  the  United  Nations  on  the  achievements yof  the  U.  N. ,  including  a  review 
of  economic  assistance  to  foreign  countries  and  U.  S.  contributions  to  the 
U.  N. ,  including  the  Food  and  Agriculture  Organization,  pp.  6200-02 

Both  Houses  received  from  the  StateNCepartment  a  proposed  bill  "to  promote 
the  foreign  policy  of  the  United  State's 'by  amending  the  U.  S.  Information 
and  Educational  Exchange  Act  of  1948/;  to\H.  Foreign  Affairs  and  S.  Foreign 
Relations  Committee,  pp.  6169,  62^ 


11.  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE.  Sen.  Gruening/commended  Secretary  of  Interior  Seaton  for 

certifying  "that  Alaskans  have  inade  adequate  provision  for  the  administration, 
management,  and  conservation  the  broad  national  interest  of  the  fish  and  t 
wildlife  resources  of  Alaska/  which  "will  mean  th^t  these  important  resources; 
which  heretofore  have  been  .administered  wholly  by  ohe  Federal  Government, 
will  shortly  hereafter  be responsibility  of  the  SUs^te  of  Alaska."  pp, 
6199-6200 

Both  Houses  received/from  the  Secretary  of  the  Intei^ior  a  letter  certifying 
that  the  Alaska  State  .Legislature  has  made  adequate  provision  for  the  admin¬ 
istration,  management/,  and  conservation  of  the  fish  and  wildlife  resources 
of  Alaska;  to  H.  Me/chant  Marine  and  Fisheries  and  S.  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  Committee/.  pp.  6169,  6247 


HOUSE 


\ 


12.  TOBACCO;  FEED  fiRAINS.  The  Agriculture  Committee  ordered  reported  vteth  amend¬ 
ment  H.  R.  5058,  to  modify  present  provisions  for  determining  the  lWel  of 
support  fo y  tobacco;  and  H.  R,  5432,  to  provide  that  the  price  support  for 
o§ts,  rye/  barley,  and  grain  sorghums  shall  be  established  on  the  basi\  of 
the  feeding  value  of  the  commodity  in  relation  to  corn.  p.  D291 


13.  APPROPRIATIONS.  The  Appropriations  Committee  reported,  without  amendment, 
H.  R.  6769,  making  appropriations  for  Labor-HEW  for  the  fiscal  year  1960 
(H.  Rept.  309).  p.  6247 


1951 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENA  TE 


further  announce  that  the  Senator  SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPRO- 


Deldware  [Mr.  Frear]  is  absent  be¬ 


cause  of  illf 
The  yeas 
nays  29,  as 


sss. 


id  nays  resulted — yeas  64, 
lows: 

2  AS — 64 


Bartlett 
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Moss 

Byrd,  W.  Va. 

Hennings 
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Murray 

Carroll 

Hollands. 

Muskie 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Humphrey 

Neuberger 

Chavez 

Jackson  \ 

Pastore 

Church 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Proxmire 

Clark 

Johnston,  S  C, 

Randolph 

Cooper 

Jordan  \ 

,  Robertson 

Curtis 

Kefauver 

NRussell 

Dodd 

Kennedy 

Spiathers 

Douglas 

Kerr 

Sparkman 

Eastland 

Langer 

Stesjnis 

Ellender 

Long 

Symington 

Engle 

McCarthy 

Talmadge 

Ervin 

McClellan 

Thurmond 

Pulbright 

McGee 

WilliaiML  N.J. 
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Yarborough 
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Hart 
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Hartke 
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NAYS— 29 

Aiken 

Cotton 

Martin 

Allott 

Dirksen 

Morton 

Beall 

Dworshak 

Prouty 

Bennett 

Goldwater 

Saltonstall 

Bridges 

Hickenlooper 

Schoeppel 

Bush 

Hruska 

Scott 

Butler 

Javits 

Smith 

Capehart 

Keating 

Wiley 

Carlson 

Kuchel 
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PRIATIONS,  1959 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  ask  that  the  unfinished  business 
be  laid  before  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  unfin¬ 
ished  business,  which  will  be  stated  by 
title. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.R. 
5916)  making  supplemental  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1959,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  am  informed  that  the  senior 
Senator  from  Oregon  desires  to  make  a 
personal  statement.  At  the  conclusion 
of  the  statement  to  be  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Oregon,  we  expect  to  pro¬ 
ceed  with  the  consideration  of  the  sup¬ 
plemental  appropriation  bill. 


BY 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  On  this 
vote,  the  yeas  are  64,  and  the  nays  29. 
Two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present  and 
voting  having  voted  in  the  affirmative, 
the  bill,  on  reconsideration,  is  passed,  thev 
objections  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding, 
and  the  Secretary  will  notify  the  House 
of  Representatives. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  as 
author  of  S.  144 — the  Humphrey-Price 
REA  bill — I  am  extremely  gratified  by 
the  Senate’s  decision  to  override  the 
President’s  veto  of  this  constructive  leg¬ 
islation  designed  to  protect  REA  coop¬ 
eratives  throughout  the  country. 

The  vote  was  a  reassuring  demonstra¬ 
tion  of  the  unity-Qf  theDemocratic  Party 
and  its~cIedicationTo  the  best  interests 
of  agriculture.  I  want  to  express  my  ap¬ 
preciation  for  the  close  cooperation  of 
the  Majority  Leader  Senator  Lyndon 
Johnson  and  chairmen  of  both  the  Sen-j 
ate  Committee  on  Agriculture  Senate 
Ellender  and  the  Senate  Committea/on 
Government  Operations  Senator  /Mc¬ 
Clellan  for  all  three  were  helpful/n  ob¬ 
taining  this  overwhelming  victory:  I  also 
wish  to  thank  every  Senator/Republi¬ 
can  or  Democrat,  who  voted  to  override. 

I  am  confident  similar  action  will  now 
be  taken  by  the  House  of  Representatives, 
to  enact  this  legislation  into  law. 

Actually,  it  is  a  victory  for  good  gov¬ 
ernment — for  the  pui/rose  of  the  bill  was 
to  protect  REA  loans  against  political 
manipulation,  eitl yfv  by  the  present  Sec¬ 
retary  of  AgricuLtiure  or  any  future  Sec¬ 
retary  of  either  party.  It  serves  notice 
on  this  or  anj/future  administration  that 
the  legislature  branch  is  not  willing  to 
let  politicafiy-appointed  Cabinet  mem¬ 
bers  arbitrarily  defy  the  intent  of  Con¬ 
gress  iryadministering  programs  enacted 
by  theCongress. 
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PERSONAL  STATEMENT 
SENATOR  MORSE 

-Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to 
a  point  of  personal  privilege. 

I  have  in  my  hand  a  very  interesting 
news  Release.  I  happen  to  be  one  of 
those  politicians  who  can  take  it  as, 
well  as  'pish  it  out.  Whenever  a  polh 
tician  reaches  the  point  where  he  can¬ 
not  laugh  \t  himself,  then  he  ought  to 
get  out  of  pmjtics.  I  hope  my  colleagues 
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those  of  us  who  voted  against  the  nomin¬ 
ation  of  Clare  Boofo^e  Luce  would  be 
proved  so  right.  We  hap  pointed  out  in 
the  debate  her  completrpack  of  tact  and 
diplomacy  and  we  Jr av\  been  proven 
right  by  this  very  interesting  bit  of  news 
on  the  wires.  It  rejms  : 

Mrs.  Luce  said  ii/New  York:  'Tam  grateful 
for  the  overwhejffning  vote  of  confirmation 
in  the  Senate. /We  must  now  wait  \mtil  the 
dirt  settles.  A/ly  difficulties,  of  course,  go 
some  years  /Dack  and  began  when  Senator 
Wayne  M</(se  was  kicked  in  the  head  a 
horse.” 

[Lai/diter.] 

Myf  President,  I  was  confronted  withN 
that  Republican  smear  all  through  my 
1^56  campaign.  It  came  out  by  the 
'earns.  It  was  a  whispering  campaign 
with  such  a  windy  blow  to  it  that  it  not 
only  rustled  the  leaves  of  Oregon  but,  in 
some  parts  of  the  State,  almost  tore  the 
sage  brush  up  by  its  roots.  The  people 
of  Oregon  answered  that  smear  by  a 
large  majority  of  votes  for  me  against 
the  hand-picked  candidate  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States,  who  was  taken 
right  out  of  his  Cabinet  to  “get  me.” 
They  thought  that  this  smear  was  one  of 
the  devices  they  could  use.  But,  Mr. 
President,  the  people  of  Oregon  passed 
upon  my  mental  judgment. 

I  am  not  surprised  that  this  slanderer, 
whose  nomination  the  Senate  confirmed 
only  a  few  minutes  ago,  would  make  this 
kind  of  statement,  because  yesterday, 
for  three  hours  and  a  half,  I  documented 
her  record.  This  is  an  old,  old  pattern  of 
emotional  instability  on  the  part  of  this 
slanderer;  the  same  pattern  which 
caused  her  to  put  on  a  scene  in  the 
Roman  Parliament  after  her  candidate 
for  president  of  Italy  was  defeated.  We 


read  the  newspaper  statements  about  her 
conduct,  and  the  widespread  comment  at 
the  time  that  if  she  had  been  a  male  am-/ 
bassador,  she  would  have  been  recalled 
But  the  issue  is  settled.  I  simply  hap¬ 
pen  to  be  one  of  those  persons,  whether 
before  the  final  bar  of  the  court /when 
the  decision  is  rendered,  or  b efefre  the 
final  bar  of  the  U  S.  Senate  when  a  de¬ 
cision  is  rendered,  who  belieyfe  in  gov¬ 
ernment  by  law.  I  take  the  decision. 

As  chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  on 
American  Republics  Affai/s  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Foreign  Relations,  I  am  much 
concerned  about  Mrs/  Luce’s  relations 
with  all  the  Latin-^merican  countries, 
including  Brazil. 

The  nominatioiVbf  Mrs.  Luce  has  been 
confirmed.  I  wish  her  well.  So  far  as  my 
subcommittee  is  concerned,  on  a  strictly 
impersonal,  ^professional  relationship, 
she  will  hays  the  full  cooperation  of  my 
committee 

I  proipise  to  the  Nation  that  each 
night  ip' my  prayers  I  will  pray  for  God’s 
guidance  to  this  lady,  so  that  for  the 
welfare  of  our  Nation  she  will  be  more 
stable  in  her  ambassadorial  duties  than 
sjte  was  when  she  issued  this  press  re¬ 
ease  this  afternoon.  [Applause.] 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  so  long 
as  we  have  great  Senators  like  my 
friend,  the  Senator  from  Oregon,  with  a 
durable  sense  of  humor,  and  so  long  as 
we  have  Ambassadors  and  Ambassa¬ 
dresses  with  an  equal  sense  of  humor,  I 
am  confident  that  the  whole  continent 
will  be  safe  for  freedom.  [Laughter.] 
Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  I 
suspect  that  the  able  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  feels  a  little  bit  the  way  I  felt  when 
I  was  in  Chicago  in  1952.  I  lost,  there; 
and,  today,  he  has  lost,  here. 

I  remember  that  I  was  then  a  member 
of  the  Indiana  delegation,  and  we  were 
supporting  Senator  Taft  for  the  Repub¬ 
lican  nomination  for  the  Presidency. 
Back  in  those  days,  the  able  Senator 
from  Oregon  was  a  Republican.  I  re¬ 
member  that  the  Oregon  delegation  sat 
just  ahead  of  the  Indiana  delegation. 

And  I  remember - 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the. 
Senator  from  Indiana  yield  for  an  in¬ 
terruption? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mc- 
utTHY  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon? 

Mr.\cAPEHART.  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  to  wait  a  minute,  please. 

Mr.  MeMtSE.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  that  that  was  after  I  was  kicked  by 
the  horse.  [Laughter.] 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  I 
remember  tha\  the  chairman  of  the 
Oregon  delegation — the  able  Senator 
from  Oregon  [Mr/MoRSE] — was  in  favor 
of  the  nomination\of  General  Eisen¬ 
hower;  and  I  remember  that  the  Oregon 
delegation  wore  big,  hMi  hats.  In  fact, 
I  believe  the  one  the  able  Senator  from 
Oregon  wore  was  psrhapsSa  little  higher 
than  the  others.  At  any  raw.  the  Oregon 
delegation  sat  just  ahead  of  che  Indiana 
delegation;  and  we  could  norssee  any¬ 
thing  over  their  high  hats,  particularly 
because  the  able  Senator  from  Oregon 
and  the  other  Oregon  delegates Nkept 
jumping  up  and  cheering  and  cheering 
and  cheering  for  Eisenhower.  And  we 
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los\  I  think  one  of  the  reasons  why  we 
lost  Was  that  we  could  not  see  what  was 
going  ion — because  of  those  high  hats. 

On  that  day  I  felt  the  same  way,  I  am 
sure,  that  the  able  Senator  from  Oregon 
feels  today,  after  having  lost  on  the 
question  of  confirmation  of  the  nomina¬ 
tion  of  Mrs.  Luce.  I  am  sure  his  mem¬ 
ory  is  not  so  sliort  that  he  does  not  re¬ 
member  the  days  when  he  was  a  Republi¬ 
can.  I  recall  the  days  when  he  used  to 
attack  former  President  Roosevelt;  and 
I  remember  that  in  those  days  he  had  the 
most  glowing  things  to"'-§ay  about  Gen¬ 
eral  Eisenhower,  in  fact.’jmore  so  than 
anyone  else  in  the  entire  wqrld,  even  to 
the  point  of  jumping  up  and.down  and 
keeping  the  Indiana  delegation  at  the 
convention,  who  favored  Senator  Taft, 
from  seeing  what  was  going  on  there. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  yield?  \ 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  yield.  \ 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  thank  they 
Senator  from  Indiana  for  relating  that 
little  bit  of  history;  I  am  very  apprecia¬ 
tive  of  his  action.  It  shows  that  I  have 
the  kind  of  mind  that  can  change  when 
I  find  out  what  the  facts  are.  [Laughter.] 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  But,  Mr.  President, 
I  am  not  too  certain  that  I  can  agree 
with  the  able  Senator  from  Oregon. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Mr.  President,  I  re¬ 
gret  very  much  that  I  cannot  look  upon 
this  incident  with  the  lightness  with 
which  it  has  been  generally  regarded. 
To  me,  it  is  a  matter  of  gravity;  and  I 
do  not  contemplate  letting  the  statement 
go  unchallenged. 

I  voted  in  favor  of  confirmation  of  the 
nomination  of  Mrs.  Luce.  I  did  so  on 
the  basis  that  she  was  cleared  by  the 
Senate  in  1953;  and  after  she  had  been 
cleared  by  the  Senate  in  1953,  I  did  not 
feel  that  the  Senate  would  be  justified  in 
making  a  search  now  into  what  hap¬ 
pened  prior  to  1953. 

I  never  doubted  the  sincerity  of  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr, 
Morse]; and  I  felt  that,  as  a  Senator’ — 
and  I  am  certain  that  my  colleagues  feel 
the  same  way — he  had  a  right  and  duty 
to  express  his  honest  views. 

When  the  vote  was  taken,  I  voted  in 
favor  of  confirmation  of  the  nomination 
of  Mrs.  Luce. 

But,  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  state¬ 
ment  she  made  following  the  Senate’s 
confirmation  of  her  nomination  indi¬ 
cates  an  absence  of  rationality  so  serious 
that  if  she  had  made  such  a  statement 
before  the  vote  was  taken,  I  would  not 
have  voted  in  her  favor.  Certainly  one 
who  makes  a  statement  which  implies 
what  her  statement  did  violates  every 
precept  of  propriety.  Somewhere  in  the 
Bible  it  is  written  that  one  should  beware 
of  making  statements  of  that  character 
in  regard  to  any  person. 

So,  despite  the  power  of  this  lady,  I 
do  not  think  the  Senate  can  stand  idly 
by  and  can  consider  this  incident  lightly. 

In  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee, 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  stated  that  this 
matter  is  of  grave  importance.  He  said 
“I  realize  the  power  of  this  lady.”  I  said 
to  hiim/’WAYNE,  there  will  not  be  the 
audacity  to  use  that  power  to  harm  you.” 
I  regvct  to  say  that  today  there  are  evi¬ 


dences  that  that  is  what  is  contemplated. 

I  disagreed  with  the  Senator  from 
Oregon.  But  I  would  not  be  true  to  my¬ 
self  if  I  remained  silent  after  the  oc¬ 
currence  of  this  incident.  If  the  nomi¬ 
nation  of  Mrs.  Luce  were  now  before  the 
Senate,  I  would  vote  against  confirma¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  YARBOROUGH.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  commend  the  distinguished  sen¬ 
ior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Lausche] 
for  having  stated  so  well  what  I  think 
many  of  us  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
feel  at  this  time. 

I  am  among  the  Senators  who  voted  in 
favor  of  confirmation  of  the  nomination 
of  Mrs.  Luce.  But  I  wish  to  commend 
the  Senators  who  showed  the  good  judg¬ 
ment  of  voting  against  confirmation  of 
her  nomination. 

I  had  hoped  that  after  her  intemper¬ 
ate  statements  in  1952 — which,  after  all, 
were  made  in  the  heat  of  a  political 
campaign — and  after  her  experience  in 
'•  Italy,  where  she  served  as  the  represent¬ 
ative  of  our  nation  to  that  great  nation, 
she  wTould  have  obtained  enough  judg¬ 
ment  not  to  engage  in  intemperate  re¬ 
marks..  But  as  we  have  learned  toda; 
that  experience  has  not  profited 
We  are  Sending  to  one  of  the  largest/ha- 
tions  in  Latin  America  an  Ambassador 
who  is  apparently  more  skilled  in/invec¬ 
tive  than  in  diplomacy. 

I  wish  to  pay  tribute  to  the/ Senators 
who  have  had  the  courage  /o  call  this 
matter  -to  the  attention  of  tfre  Senate. 

Furthermore,  if  iNnow  had  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  do  so,  I  would  ioin  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  in  voting  with  the  group  of 
Senators  who  voted  against  confirmation 
of  the  nomination  bFMrs. \uce,  and  who 
did  so  because  they  believed  that  she 
had  demonstrated  her  unfitness  for  am¬ 
bassadorial  seryfce.  If  at  this  thne  I  had 
a  chance  to  v me  on  the  question \f  con¬ 
firmation  of  her  nomination,  I\  too, 
would  vote/nay.” 

Mr.  IVteGEE  Subsequently  said: 
President,  I  should  like  to  inject  at  thii 
point  the  question  which  was  brought 
up  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon.  It  seems  to  me  that  we  in  this 
body  have  an  obligation  not  only  to  rep¬ 
resent  our  own  political  following,  not 
only  the  people  of  the  United  States,  but 
we  have  an  obligation  to  take  a  stand 
before  the  eyes  of  the  world,  because 
when  an  Ambassador  or  an  Ambassa¬ 
dress  is  appointed,  he  or  she  will  speak 
for  all  the  people  of  a  united  America, 
and  that  person  should  be  chosen  with 
great  care.  * 

Like  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Yarborough]  I,  as  one  who  voted  for 
the  confirmation  of  Mrs.  Luce,  am  some¬ 
what  reluctant  to  see  the  Senate  dismiss 
this  matter  with  so  little  thought  and 
with  such  slight  consideration.  / 

This  is  not  a  matter  for  Democrats  or 
for  Republicans.  It  is  a  matter  now  for 
Americans.  Our  one  hope,  and  that 
represented  to  us  in  the  hearings,  which 
I  read  carefully,  was  that,  with  all  the 
mistakes  of  the  past,  the  years  had 
brought  a  maturity  of  judgment  to  the 
nominee.  God  knows,  if  ever  in  our  his¬ 
tory  we  ever  needed  maturity  of  judg¬ 
ment  in  these  troubled  hours  of  the 
world,  it  is  now.  And  we  are  now  being 


asked  to  send  to  Brazil  this  lady  wt 
on  her  first  opportunity  to  illustrate  Ker 
judgment  on  the  confirmation  of/her 
nomination  by  this  body  makes  tne  in¬ 
temperate  declaration  which  wjy  heard 
as  reported  by  the  press. 

I  not  only  regret  my  vote,  fs  my  col¬ 
leagues  have  likewise  expressed  their 
sentiments,  but  I  urge  than  the  proper 
authorities  in  this  administration  now 
give  due  weight  to  this/fntemperate  re¬ 
mark  and  possibly  reconsider  the  ap¬ 
pointment  of  the  noniinee  who  it  is  now 
contemplated  will  zo  to  Brazil. 

What  is  to  prevent  this  Ambassadress 
from  making  the  same  kind  of  a  com¬ 
ment  in  a  retease  south  of  the  border, 
so  to  speak y  What  is  to  prevent  her 
touching  ofl/another  kind  of  intemperate 
series  of  incidents  such  as  those  I  noted 
published  in  her  husand’s  magazine 
not  many  weeks  ago? 

For/those  reasons,  I  think  the  Senate 
woula  do  well  to  heed  the  significance  of 
what  has  happened.  I  applaud  the  Sen- 
tor  rom  Oregon  for  his  gracious  spirit 
Sf  good  humor  and  good  sportsmanship. 
Mr.  President,  this  is  not  a  matter  of 
political  give  and  take,  or  a  matter  of 
good  humor  or  sportsmanship,  but  it  is 
a  matter  of  concern  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McGEE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  feel  in  my  heart  if 
Brazil  had  known  that  Mrs.  Luce  would 
make  this  kind  of  statement,  Brazil  would 
have  notified  the  State  Department  she 
would  not  be  received  as  Ambassador. 

SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPRO- 
PROPRIATIONS,  1959 

The  Senate  resumed  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  (H.R.  5916)  making  sup¬ 
plemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1959,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  the  bill 
as  reported  to  the  Senate  makes  appro¬ 
priations  of  $2,820  million,  which  is  an 
increase  of  $162,600,000  over  the  House 
version  of  the  bill,  but  is  still  $80,750,000 
under  the  budget  estimates. 

The  bill  contains  an  item  of  $1,336 
million  for  reimbursement  to  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  for  costs  of 
various  farm  programs. 

It  contains  an  item  of  $200  million  for 
the  Development  Loan  Fund — an  in¬ 
crease  of  $100  million  over  the  House 
version  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  contains,  in  title  II,  an  item 
of  $414  million  for  increased  pay  costs. 
The  total  cost  of  increased  pay  is  esti¬ 
mated  to  be  $1,059  million,  including 
$176  million  for  increased  pay  costs  as 
a  result  of  wage-board  action.  Much  of 
the  cost  was  absorbed  or  transferred,  so 
it  is  not  necessary  to  recommend  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  full  costs. 

Some  other  major  items  in  the  bill 
are:  Defense  education  activities,  $75,- 
300,000;  payments  to  and  assistance  for 
schools,  $44,600,000;  grants  for  public 
assistance,  $151,560,000;  Veterans’  Ad¬ 
ministration  costs,  $120,265,000;  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  costs,  $188,329,500. 
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Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  committee  amendments  to 
the  bill  be  agreed  to  en  bloc,  and  that 
the  bill  as  thus  amended  be  regarded 
for  the  purpose  of  amendment  as  origi¬ 
nal  text;  provided  that  no  point  of  order 
be  considered  to  have  been  waived  by 
reason  of  agreement  to  this  order. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  modify  his  re¬ 
quest  with  the  understanding  that,  al¬ 
though  the  Senate  agrees  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendments  en  bloc,  individual 
amendments  may  be  taken  up  individu¬ 
ally? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Yes;  and  that  points 
of  order  will  not  apply. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Arizona?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered.  « 

The  committee  amendments  agreed 
to  en  bloc  are  as  follows : 

On  page  2,  line  7,  after  the  word  “Re¬ 
search”,  to  strike  out  “$3,666,700,  to”  and  in¬ 
sert  “including  not  to  exceed  $35,000  for  the 
alterations  to  the  meat  laboratory  at  Belts- 
ville,  Maryland,  $4,174,110,  of  which  $4,- 
074,110  shall”,  and  in  line  12,  after  the  word 
“control”,  to  strike  out  “$2,180,700”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$2,423,000”. 

On  page  3,  at  the  beginning  of  line  4,  to 
Strike  out  “$146,000”  and  insert  “$162,255”. 

On  page  3,  line  21,  after  the  word  “esti¬ 
mates”,  to  strike  out  “$1,144,100”  and  insert 
“$1,208,100”,  and  in  line  25,  after  the  word 
1  “services”,  to  strike  out  “$1,918,600”  and  in¬ 
sert  ‘$1,954,600”. 

On  page  4,  after  line  2,  to  insert: 

“FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL  SERVICE 

“ Salaries  and  expenses 

“Subject  to  allocation  in  such  manner  as 
may  now  or  hereafter  be  prescribed  by  the 
President,  foreign  currencies  which  have  ac¬ 
crued  under  title  I  of  the  Agricultural  Trade 
Development  and  Assistance  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1704),  may  be  used  with¬ 
out  fiscal  year  limitation  for  the  purposes  of 
section  104(m)  of  that  Act,  including  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  directly  related  thereto, 
in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  the  equivalent 
of  $1,275,000.” 

On  page  4,  at  the  beginning  of  line  21,  to 
strike  out  “The”  and  insert  “For  an  addi¬ 
tional  amount  for  “Acreage  allotments  and 
marketing  quotas”,  $2,375,000,  to  be  derived 
by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Con¬ 
servation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  1959  and 
the”,  and  on  page  5,  line  4,  after  the  word 
“to”,  to  strike  out  “$6,837,000”  and  insert 
“$6,885,300”. 

On  page  6,  at  the  beginning  of  line  23, 
to  strike  out  “$71,100”  and  insert  “$77,000”. 

On  page  7,  line  5,  after  the  word  “man¬ 
agement”,  to  strike  out  “$12,282,800"  and 
insert  “$15,326,000”. 

On  page  7,  after  line  10,  to  insert: 

“Forest  roads  and  trails 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  “Forest 
Roads  and  Trails”,  $500,000.” 

On  page  7,  line  19,  after  the  word 
“amended”,  to  strike  out  “$100,000,000”  and 
insert  “$200,000,000”. 

On  page  7,  line  24,  after  the  word  “ex¬ 
ceed",  to  strike  out  “$18,650,000”  and  insert 
“$18,700,000”. 

On  page  8,  line  5,  after  the  word  “sub¬ 
sidies”,  to  strike  out  “$5,000,000”  and  insert 
“$10,000,000”. 

On  page  9,  line  4,  to  strike  out  “$1,651,500” 
and  insert  “$1,683,000”. 


On  page  9,  after  line  4,  to  Insert: 

“NATIONAL  BUREAU  OF  STANDARDS 

“ Construction  of  laboratories 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Construc¬ 
tion  of  laboratories’,  $19,793,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended.” 

On  page  9,  line  14,  to  strike  out  “$521,500” 
and  insert  “$535,000”. 

On  page  9,  line  24,  after  the  word  “main¬ 
tenance”,  to  strike  out  “$38,160,000”  and 
insert  “$39,900,000”. 

On  page  10,  line  5,  to  strike  out 
“$10,300,000”  and  insert  “$13,200,000”. 

On  page  10,  line  9,  after  the  word  “Navy”, 
to  strike  out  “$33,061,000”  and  insert 
“$36,735,000”. 

On  page  10,  line  12,  to  strike  out  “$18,- 
000,000”  and  insert  “$18,624,900”. 

On  page  10,  line  15,  to  strike  out  “$18,- 
000,000”  and  insert  “$20,000,000”. 

On  page.  10,  line  18,  to  strike  out  “$3,- 
822,000”  and  insert  “$4,246,000”. 

On  page  10,  line  24,  to  strike  out  “$3,- 
330,000”  and  insert  “$3,732,000”. 

On  page  11,  line  3,  after  the  word 
“finance”,  to  strike  out  “$14,682,000”  and 
insert  “$16,313,000”. 

On  page  11,  line  6,  to  strike  out  “$5,- 
153,000”  and  insert  “$5,685,600”. 

On  page  12,  line  2,  after  the  word  “ap¬ 
propriated”,  to  strike  out  “$5,000,000’  and 
insert  “$8,100,000”. 

On  page  12,  line  11,  after  the  word  “Pro¬ 
fessions”,  to  strike  out  “$20,450”  and  insert 
“$26,200”. 

On  page  12,  line  13,  after  the  word 
“schools”,  to  strike  out  “$4,295,668”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$4,095,668”. 

On  page  13,  line  6,  after  the  word  “Wel¬ 
fare”,  to  strike  out  “$750,700”  and  insert 
“$1,012,200”. 

On  page  13,  line  12,  after  “(45  Stat.  1160; 
46  Stat.  500;  65  Stat.  131)”,  to  strike  out 
“$20,197”  and  insert  “$24,131”. 

*  On  page  13,  line  15,  after  the  word  “in”, 
'to  insert  “Senate  Document  Numbered  20 
and”  and  in  line  17,  after  the  word  “Con¬ 
gress”,  to  strike  out  “$30,219”  and  insert 
“$118,285”. 

On  page  14,  line  21,  to  strike  out  “$1,- 
072,000”  and  insert  “$1,150,000”. 

On  page  15,  line  23,  after  the  word  “fa¬ 
cilities”,  to  strike  out  “$1,700,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$1,886,000”. 

At  the  top  of  page  16,  to  insert: 

“Construction  of  surgical  facilities 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Construc¬ 
tion  of  surgical  facilities’,  $370,000,  which 
together  with  funds  heretofore  appropri¬ 
ated  under  this  head  shall  remain  available 
until  expended.” 

On  page  16,  after  line  5,  to  insert: 

“ Saint  Elizabeths  Hospital 

“For  an'  additional  amount  for  ‘Salaries 
and  expenses’,  $43,000.” 

On  page  18,  line  20,  after  the  word 
“Aging”,  to  strike  out  “$790,000”  and  insert 
“$844,000”,  and  in  the  same  line,  after  the 
word  “which”,  to  strike  out  “$756,000”  and 
insert  “$810,000”. 

On  page  19,  after  line  1,  to  insert: 

“ALASKA  INTERNATIONAL  RAIL  AND  HIGHWAY 
COMMISSION 

“ Salaries  and  expenses 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Salaries 
and  expenses’,  $200,000  and  said  appropri¬ 
ation  shall  remain  available  until  March  1, 
1960.” 

On  page  19,  line  11,  after  the  word  “car¬ 
riers”,  to  strike  out  “$12,000,000”  and  insert 
“$16,189,000”. 

On  page  19,  at  the  beginning  of  line  16, 
to  strike  out  “$1,491,500”  and  insert  “$1,- 
730,000”;  in  line  20,  after  the  word  “to",  to 
strike  out  “$76,300”  and  insert  “$77,000”, 


and  on  page  20,  line  2,  after  the  word  “to”, 
to  strike  out  “$486,000"  and  insert  “$500,000”. 

On  page  20,  line  17,  after  the  word  “Pro¬ 
cedure”,  to  strike  out  “$25,000”  and  insert 
“$50,000”. 

On  page  20,  after  line  18,  to  insert: 

“FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

“ Grants-in-aid  for  airports  ( liquidation  of 
contract  authorization) 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Grants-in- 
aid  for  airports  (liquidation  of  contract  au¬ 
thorization),’  $20,000,000,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended.” 

On  page  21,  line  11,  after  “(5  U.S.C.  630g)  ”, 
to  strike  out  “$10,000,000”  and  insert  “$15,- 
000.000”. 

On  page  21,  after  line  16,  to  insert: 

“ Refunds  under  Renegotiation  Act 

“For  refunds  under  section  201(f)  of  the 
Renegotiation  Act  of  1951  (50  U.S.C.  App. 
1231(f) ) ,  $1,400,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended.” 

On  page  21,  after  line  20,  to  insert: 

“HISTORICAL  AND  MEMORIAL  COMMISSIONS 

“Civil  War  Centennial  Commission 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  expenses 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  September  7,  1957  (71  Stat.  626),  as 
amended,  $23,492.” 

At  the  top  of  page  22,  to  insert: 

“NATIONAL  MEDIATION  BOARD 

“ Arbitration  and  emergency  boards 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Arbitration 
and  emergency  boards’,  $100,000.” 

On  page  22,  line  21,  after  “(Public  Law 
85-850)”,  to  strike  out  “$80,000”  and  insert 
“$100,000”. 

On  page  23,  line  6,  after  the  word  “care”, 
to  strike  out  “$47,455,000”  and  insert  “$48,- 
651,000”. 

On  page  23,  line  24,  after  the  word  “re¬ 
sources”,  to  strike  out  “$3,682,600”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$3,787,600  and  in  addition  $100,000  to 
be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropria¬ 
tion  ‘Salaries  and  Expenses,  Office  of  Miner¬ 
als  Mobilization’:  Provided,  That  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $3,500  shall  be  available  for  reimbursing 
the  American  Falls  Irrigation  District  Num¬ 
bered  2,  Shoshone,  Idaho,  for  reconstruction 
of  a  bridge  damaged  by  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  during  fire-suppression  activ¬ 
ities”. 

On  page  24,  after  line  6,  to  insert: 

“ Construction 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Construc¬ 
tion,’  $1,000,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended.” 

On  page  24,  after  line  10,  to  insert: 

“ Road  construction  and  maintenance 
“(Liquidation  of  Contract  Authorization) 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Road  con¬ 
struction  and  maintenance  (liquidation  of 
contract  authorization)’,  for  liquidation  of 
obligations  incurred  pursuant  to  the  Act  of 
August  23,  1958  (72  Stat.  834),  $1,000,000,  to 
remain  available  until  expended.” 

On  page  25,  line  8,  after  the  word  “pro¬ 
tection”,  to  strike  out  “$1,270,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$1,388,500”. 

On  page  28,  line  2,  after  “(72  Stat.  997)”, 
to  strike  out  “$720,600”  and  insert  “$729,- 
000”. 

On  page  28,  at  the  beginning  of  line  6, 
to  strike  out  “$572,800”  and  insert  “$630,500”. 

On  page  28,  after  line  10,  to  insert: 

“Temporary  unemployment  compensation 

“The  appropriation  granted  under  this 
head  in  chapter  II  of  the  Act  of  June  13, 
1958  (Public  Law  85-457) ,  shall  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  September  30,  1959,  for  carrying 
into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Temporary 
Unemployment  Compensation  Act  of  1958, 
as  amended.” 
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On  page  28,  after  the  heading  "Legislative 
Branch”,  to  insert  a  new  subhead  “Senate”, 
and,  on  the  same  page,  after  the  amendment 
just  above  stated,  to  insert: 

" Salaries  of  Senators,  mileage  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  Senate  and  of  Senators,  ex¬ 
pense  allowance  of  the  majority  and 
minority  leaders  of  the  Senate,  and  salary 
and  expense  allowance  of  the  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent 

“Compensation  of  Senators 
“For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Compensa¬ 
tion  of  Senators’,  $23,980.” 

At  the  top  of  page  29,  to  insert: 

“SALARIES,  OFFICERS  AND  EMPLOYEES 

“Office  of  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  and 
Doorkeeper 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  Office  of 
Sergeant  at  Arms  and  Doorkeeper,  $1,055  for 
the  employment  from  May  1,  1959,  of  an 
Assistant  Superintendent,  Periodical  Press 
Gallery,  at  $3,000  basic  per  annum.” 

On  page  29,  after  line  6,  to  insert: 

“contingent  expenses  of  the  senate 
“Furniture 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Furni¬ 
ture’,  $34,385.” 

On  page  29,  after  line  9,  to  insert: 
“Miscellaneous  items 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Miscel¬ 
laneous  items’,  $81,290:  Provided,  That  ef¬ 
fective  May  1,  1959,  the  basic  salaries  of  the 
research  assistants  to  the  majority  and 
minority  leaders,  as  authorized  by  S.  Res. 
158,  agreed  to  December  9,  1941,  may  be  fixed 
by  the  respective  leaders  at  not  to  exceed 
$8,820  basic  per  annum  each.” 

On  page  29,  after  line  16,  to  insert: 

“ Postage  stamps 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  mainte¬ 
nance  of  a  supply  of  stamps  in  the  Senate 
Post  Office,  $2,000.” 

On  page  29,  after  line  19,  to  insert: 

“Stationery  ( revolving  fund) 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Stationery 
(revolving  fund)’,  $1,780,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended.” 

At  the  top  of  page  31,  to  insert: 

“ARCHITECT  OF  THE  CAPITOL 

“Extension  of  the  Capitol 
“To  enable  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol, 
under  the  direction  of  the  Commission  for 
Extension  of  the  United  States  Capitol,  to 
continue  to  provide  for  the  extension,  recon¬ 
struction,  and  replacement  of  the  central 
portion  of  the  United  States  Capitol  and 
other  improvements  authorized  under  the 
heading  “Extension  of  the  Capitol”  in  the 
Act  of  August  5,  1955  (69  Stat.  515,  516),  as 
amended,  $4,000,000.” 

On  page  31,  after  line  9,  to  insert: 
“Furniture  and  furnishings,  additional  Sen¬ 
ate  Office  Building 

“To  enable  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol, 
under  the  direction  of  the  Senate  Office 
Building  Commission,  to  continue  to  pro¬ 
vide  furniture  and  furnishings  for  the  addi¬ 
tional  office  building  for  the  United  States 
Senate,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  July  10,  1957  (Public  Law  85-93, 
Eighty-fifth  Congress),  $283,550,  to  remain 
available  until  expended.” 

On  page  31,  after  line  18,  to  insert: 
“Additional  office  building  for  the  United 
States  Senate 

“Construction  and  Equipment  of  Additional 
Senate  Office  Building 
“To  enable  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol, 
under  the  direction  of  the  Senate  Office 
Building  Commission,  to  continue  to  provide 
for  the  construction  and  equipment  of  a 
fireproof  office  building  for  the  use  of  the 
United  States  Senate,  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Second  Deficiency 
Appropriation  Act,  1948  (62  Stat.  1029),  as 


amended  by  the  Legislative  Branch  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1958  (71  Stat.  252,  253), 

$750,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  funds 
herein  appropriated  shall  be  obligated  or 
expended  for  construction  of  the  rear  center 
wing  of  said  building,  from  the  ground  floor 
up,  provided  for  under  the  building  plans 
heretofore  approved  by  such  Commission: 
Provided  further.  That  the  amount  of 
$23,446,000  fixed  by  the  Second  Deficiency 
Appropriation  Act,  1948  (62  Stat.  1029),  as 
amended  by  the  Legislative  Branch  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1958  (71  Stat.  252,  253) ,  as  the 
limit  of  cost  lor  construction  and  equipment 
of  an  additional  office  building  for  the 
United  States  Senate  is  hereby  increased  bn 
$750,000. 

On  page  33,  after  line  21,  to  strike  out: 

“OTHER 

“Payment  to  the  Philippine  Government 

“For  payment  in  full  and  final  settle¬ 
ment  to  the  Government  of  the  Philippines 
as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  June  19,  1934 
(48  Stat.  1115),  $23,862,751,  to  be  derived 
from  receipts  under  section  7  of  the  Gold 
Reserve  Act  of  1934  (31  U.S.C.  408b).” 

On  page  34,  after  line  3,  to  insert: 

“ Third  Pan  American  Games 

“For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Third  Pan 
American  Games,  1959,  $500,000,  to  remain 
available  until  June  30,  1960.” 

On  page  34,  at  the  beginning  of  line  12, 
to  strike  out  “$303,300”  and  insert  “$337,- 
000”. 

On  page  34,  line  19,  to  strike  out  “$4,- 
481,000”  and  insert  “$4,519,000”. 

On  page  34,  at  the  beginning  of  line  23, 
to  strike  out  “$29,595,000”  and  insert  “$30,- 
600,000”. 

On  page  35,  line  22,  after  the  word  “in”, 
to  insert  “Senate  Document  Numbered  20 
and”,  and  in  line  23,  after  the  word  “Con¬ 
gress”,  to  strike  out  “$2,570,198”  and  insert 
“$4,931,024”. 

On  page  36,  at  the  beginning  of  line  20, 
to  strike  out  “$37,800”  and  insert  “$42,000”; 
at  the  beginning  of  line  23,  to  strike  out 
“$5,781,600”  and  insert  “$6,424,000”;  on  page 
37,  line  4,  after  the  word  “expenses”,  to 
strike  out  “$61,200”  and  insert  “$65,800”;  in 
line  11,  after  the  word  “expenses”,  to  strike 
out  “$551,700”  and  insert  “$613,000”;  in  line 
14,  after  the  word  “expenses”,  to  strike  out 
“$1,989,450”  and  insert  “$2,210,500”,  and  in 
line  22,  after  the  word  “expenses”,  to  strike 
out  “$56,340”  and  insert  “$62,600”. 

On  page  39,  after  line  4  to  strike  out: 

“General  provisions:  The  Secretary  of 
Commerce  is  authorized  to  transfer  not  to 
exceed  $900,000  between  appropriations  of 
the  Department  of  Commerce  available  for 
Salaries  and  expenses  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  for  increased  pay  costs  in  the  fiscal 
year  1959.” 

And  in  lieu  thereof,  to  insert  the  following: 

“General  provisions:  The  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  is  authorized  to  transfer  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $833,075  from  the  appropriation  ‘Ship 
construction  (liquidation  of  contract  au¬ 
thorization)  maritime  activities’,  to  other 
appropriations  of  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  for  the  purpose  of  providing  for  in¬ 
creased  pay  costs  in  the  fiscal  year  1959.” 

On  page  39,  line  19,  after  the  word  “gen¬ 
eral”,  to  strike  out  “$1,024,200”  and  insert 
“$1,138,000”;  in  line  22,  after  the  word  “ex¬ 
penses”,  to  strike  out  “$941,400”  and  insert 
“$1,096,000,  of  which  $50,000  shall  be  derived 
by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  “United 
States  section,  Saint  Lawrence  River  Joint 
Board  of  Engineers”;  on  page  40,  line  3, 
after  the  word  “of”,  to  strike  out  “$215,100” 
and  insert  “$239,000”;  in  line  6,  after  the 
word  “expenses”,  to  strike  out  "$28,800”  .and 
insert  “$32,000”;  in  line  9,  after  the  word 
“expenses”,  to  strike  out  “$1,013,760”  and 
insert  “$1,126,400”,  and  in  line  11,  after  the 
word  “of”,  to  strike  out  “$311,760”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$346,400”. 
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On  page  40,  line  22,  after  the  word  “de¬ 
velopment”,  to  strike  out  “$8,190,000”  and 
insert  “$9,100,000”;  in  line  25,  after  the  word 
“maintenance”,  to  strike  out  “$158,400”  and 
insert  “$176,000”;  on  page  41,  line  2,  after 
the  word  “expenses”,  to  strike  out  “$2,367,- 
000”  and  insert  “$2,630,000”;  in  line  4,  after 
the  word  “development”,  to  strike  out  “$8,- 
994,600”  and  insert  “$9,994,000”,  and  in  line 
9,  after  the  word  “maintenance”,  to  strike 
out  “$62,100,000”  and  insert  “$69,000,000”. 

On  page  41,  line  19,  after  the  word  “De¬ 
partment”,  to  strike  out  “$129,900”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$173,200”;  on  page  42,  line  1,  after  the 
word  “Health”,  to  strike  out  “$1,409,775”  and 
insert  “$1,937,000”;  in  line  8,  after  the  word 
“Highways”,  to  strike  out  “$259,500,  which 
shall  be  payable  from  the  highway  fund” 
and  insert  “$279,500,  of  which  $259,500  shall 
be  payable  from  the  highway  fund”;  in  line 
11,  after  the  word  “Traffic”,  to  strike  out 
“$62,400”  and  insert  “$76,400”;  in  line  20,  af¬ 
ter  the  word  “parks”,  to  strike  out  “$185,925” 
and  insert  “$247,900”;  and  in  line  21,  after 
the  word  “Park”,  to  strike  out  “$50,775”  and 
insert  “$60,775”. 

On  page  43,  line  16,  to  strike  out  “$116,000” 
and  insert  “$136,500”. 

On  page  45,  line  20,  to  strle  out  “$464,400” 
and  insert  “$516,000”;  on  page  46,  line  1, 
after  the  word  “of”,  to  strike  out  “$144,000” 
and  insert  “$160,000”;  in  line  4,  after  the 
word  “Expenses”,  to  strike  out  “$15,424,200” 
and  insert  “$17,138,000”;  in  line  12,  after  the 
word  “expenses”,  to  strike  out  “$700,200”  and 
insert  “$778,000”;  on  page  47,  line  4,  to  strike 
out  “$486,000”  and  insert  “$540,000”; 
in  line  6,  after  the  word  “expenses”, 
to  strike  out  “$49,500”  and  insert 
“$55,000”;  in  the  same  line,  after  the  word 
“which”,  to  strike  out  “$6,480”  and  insert 
“$7,200”;  in  line  12,  to  strike  out  “$3,189,960” 
and  insert  “$4,079,960”;  in  line  20,  after  the 
word  “Service”,  to  strike  out  “$575,100”  and 
insert  “$639,000”;  on  page  48,  line  11,  after 
the  word  “expenses”,  to  strike  out  “$648,000” 
and  insert  “$720,000”;  in  line  18,  after  the 
word  “of”,  to  strike  out  “$32,400”  and  insert 
“$36,000”;  in  line  22,  after  the  word  “of”, 
to  strike  out  “$47,700”  and  insert  “$53,000”; 
on  page  49,  line  5,  after  the  word  “of”,  to 
strike  out  “$513,000”  and  insert  “$570,000”;  in 
line  6,  after  the  word  “and”,  to  strike  out 
“$2,731,500”  and  insert  “$3,035,000”;  in  line 
14,  after  the  word  “expenses”,  to  strike  out 
“$1,371,600”  and  insert  “$1,524,000”;  in  line 
16,  after  the  word  “expenses”,  to  strike  out 
“$3,018,600”  and  insert  “$3,354,000”;  on  page 
50,  line  4,  after  the  word  “of”,  to  strike  out 
“$13,500”  and  insert  “$15,000”;  in  line  7, 
after  the  word  "expenses”,  to  strike  out 
“$573,300”  and  insert  “$637,000”;  in  line  9, 
to  strike  out  “$1,948,500”  and  insert  “$2,165,- 
000”;  in  line  19,  after  the  word  “expenses”, 
to  strike  out  “$141,300”  and  insert  “$157,000”, 
and  in  line  24,  after  the  word  “expenses”,  to 
strike  out  “$3,057,300”  and  insert  “$3,290,225”. 

On  page  51,  line  11,  to  strike  out  “$32,400” 
and  insert  “$36,000”;  in  line  13,  to  strike  out 
“$228,600”  and  insert  “$254,000”;  in  line  17, 
to  strike  out  “$2,520”  and  insert  “$2,800”; 
in  line  23,  after  the  word  “management”,  to 
strike  out  “$832,500”  and  insert  “$925,000”; 
in  line  24,  after  the  word  “which”,  to  strike 
out  “$360,000”  and  insert  “$400,000”;  on 
page  52,  line  3,  after  the  word  “expenses”,  to 
strike  out  “$238,500”  and  insert  “$265,000”; 
in  line  10,  after  the  word  “expenses”,  to 
strike  out  “$324,540”  and  insert  “$360,600”; 
in  line  13,  after  the  word  “research”,  to 
strike  out  “$2,911,500”  and  insert  “$3,235,- 
000”;  in  line  16,  after  the  word  “resources”, 
to  strike  out  “$1,490,400”  and  insert  “$1,656,- 
000”;  in  the  same  line,  after  the  word 
“which”,  to  strike  out  “$1,175,400”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$1,306,000”',  in  line  20,  after  the  word 
“safety”,  to  strike  out  “$438,300”  and  insert 
“$487,000”;  in  line  21,  after  the  word  “ex¬ 
penses”,  to  strike  out  “$91,800”  and  insert 
“$102,000”;  on  page  53,  line  3,  after  the  word 
“facilities”,  to  strike  out  “$286,290”  and  in- 
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sert  “$318,100”;  in  line  4,  after  the  word  “ex¬ 
penses”,  to  strike  out  “$94,050”  and  insert 
“$104,500”;  in  line  11,  to  strike  out  “$711,- 
000”  and  insert  “$790,000”;  in  line  12,  after 
the  word  “expenses”,  to  strike  out  “$54,450” 
and  insert  “$60,500”;  in  line  18,  after  the 
word  “Islands”,  to  strike  out  “$139,320”  and 
insert  “$154,800”,  and  in  line  23,  to  strike 
out  “$184,940”  and  insert  “$200,940” 

On  page  55,  line  5,  to  strike  out  “$112,- 
500”  and  insert  “$125,000”;  in  line  6,  after 
the  word  “expenses”,  to  strike  out  “$190,800” 
and  insert  “$212,000”;  in  line  9,  after  the 
word  “expenses”,  to  strike  out  “$41,400”  and 
insert  “$46,000”;  in  line  11,  after  the  word 
"expenses”,  to  strike  out  “$292,500”  and  insert 
“$325,000”;  in  line  14,  after  the  word  “pro¬ 
gram”,  to  strike  out  “$35,100”  and  insert 
“$39,000”;  in  l'ine  16,  after  the  word  “pro¬ 
gram”,  to  strike  out  “$117,000”  and  insert 
“$130,000”;  in  line  19,  after  the  word  “ex¬ 
penses”,  to  strike  out  “$231,300”  and  insert 
“$257,000”;  in  line  24,  to  strike  out  “$535,- 
500”  and  insert  “$595,000”;  on  page  56,  line  1, 
after  the  word  “expenses”,  to  strike  out  “$39,- 
600”  and  insert  “$44,000”,  and  in  line  4,  to 
strike  out  “$825,300”  and  insert  “$917,000.” 

On  page  56,  after  line  5,  to  insert: 

“Senate: 

“‘Salaries,  officers  and  employees’,  $1,488,- 
605; 

“  ‘Office  of  the  Legislative  Counsel  of  the 
Senate’,  $18,740; 

“Contingent  expenses  of  the  Senate : 

“  ‘Legislative  reorganization’,  $10,650; 

“  ‘Senate  policy  committee’,  $24,010; 

“  ‘Joint  Economic  Committee’,  $13,590; 

“  ‘Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy’, 
$16,625; 

“  ‘Joint  Committee  on  Printing’,  $7,605; 

“  ‘Vice  President’s  automobile’,  $560; 

“  ’Automobile  for  the  President  pro  tem¬ 
pore’,  $560; 

“  ‘Automobiles  for  the  majority  and  minor¬ 
ity  leaders',  $1,120; 

“  ‘Reporting  Senate  proceedings’,  $18,825; 

“  ‘Inquiries  and  investigations’,  $209,900; 

“  ‘Folding  documents’,  $2,900;” 

On  page  57,  after  line  18,  to  insert: 

“  ‘Joint  Committee  on  Reduction  of  Non- 
essential  Federal  Expenditures’,  $2,295,  to  re¬ 
main  available  during  the  existence  of  the 
committee  and  to  be  disbursed  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Senate;” 

On  page  59,  line  22,  after  the  word  “ex¬ 
penses”,  to  strike  out  “$222,750”  and  insert 
“$247,500”,  and  on  page  60,  line  5,  after  the 
word  “expenses”,  to  strike  out  “$271,350”  and 
insert  “$301,500.” 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mi’.  HAYDEN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Montana. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  compliment  the 
chairman  and  members  of  the  Senate 
Appropriations  Committee  for  the  action 
they  have  taken  on  this  bill.  The  total 
amount  suggested  is  about- $81  million 
below  the  amount  requested  by  the  Pres¬ 
ident,  but,  at  the  same  time,  the  bill  con¬ 
tains  adequate  funds.  The  saving  on 
the  President’s  request  which  the  com¬ 
mittee  suggests,  amounts  to  almost  50 
cents  for  each  man,  woman,  and  child 
in  our  Nation.  _ 

I  should  like  to  ask  a  few  questions 
about  certain  funds  added  for  the  Forest 
Service  by  the  committee. 

There  are  two  increases,  $2,500,000  for 
Forest  Land  Management  and  $500,000 
for  forest  roads  and  trails  to  be  used  in 
areas  especially  burdened  with  unem¬ 
ployment.  Is  it  the  position  of  the 
chairman  that  Montana,  with  the  un¬ 
enviable  record  of  leading  the  Nation  in 
unemployment,  would  rank  high  in  the 
allocation  of  these  funds? 


Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  would  not  want  to 
say  that  any  particular  State  would  re¬ 
ceive  any  particular  allocation. 

Mr.  President,  in  recommending  that 
$2,500,000  be  appropriated  for  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  national  forest  under 
the  appropriation  “Forest  land  manage¬ 
ment”  and  that  $500,000  for  the  same 
purpose  be  provided  for  the  construction 
of  forest  roads  and  trails,  the  committee 
had  in  mind  the  following  situation: 

There  are  national  forests  situated  in 
many  areas  of  the  country  which  are 
especially  burdened  with  unemployment, 
and  to  me  this  means  that  the  rate  of 
unemployment  is  substantially  greater 
than  the  national  average.  There  is  a 
tremendous  backlog  of  work  existing  in 
these  forests,  as  is  true  of  all  the  national 
forests. 

The  committee  felt  that  an  appropria¬ 
tion  of  $3  million  for  the  remainder  of 
fiscal  year  1959 — that  is,  until  July  1 — 
would  create  a  sizable  number  of  job 
opportunities  in  these  areas,  and  at  the 
same  time,  provide  for  a  better  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  resources  of  the  forests  con¬ 
cerned.  These  funds  would  be  used,  for 
the  most  part,  for  the  thinning  and 
pruning  of  timber,  which  would  result 
in  more  and  better  timber  to  meet  the 
increasing  demand  for  quality  timber; 
the  elimination  of  excessive  forest  fire 
fuel,  a  very  wise  conservation  practice; 
the  development  and  rehabilitation  of 
recreational  areas;  the  rehabilitation  of 
physical  structures,  such  as  fire  towers 
and  warehouses;  and  the  construction  of 
a  limited  number  of  roads  and  the  re¬ 
placement  of  bridges.  I  want  to  make  it 
clear  that  all  of  these  projects  are  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  present  work  plans  of  the 
Forest  Service  and  will  be  done  at  some¬ 
time. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  the  type  of  work 
which  needs  to  be  done  in  our  national 
forests  to  conserve  this  priceless  re¬ 
source,  and  it  is  the  type  of  work  which 
will  create  the  maximum  number  of  job 
opportunities  for  the  funds  provided. 

It  is  my  hope  that  the  Senate  will 
adopt  the  committee  amendment  so  the 
Congress  will  have  an  actual  experience 
on  which  to  base  further  action  of  this 
nature. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
thank  the  chairman.  I  think  he  has 
answered  my  next  and  last  question. 

There  is  no  specific  mention  made  of 
using  the  funds  for  reforestation,  tree- 
stand  improvement,  range  improvement, 
and  similar  work  on  the  soil  conserva¬ 
tion  efforts.  Is  such  work  also  possible? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Yes;  so  long  as  it  is 
planned  work,  and  in  an  area  burdened 
with  unemployment. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  thank  the  chair¬ 
man,  and  wish  only  to  add  that  both  he 
and  his  counterparts  in  the  other  body 
have  consistently  demonstrated  wisdom 
in  their  handling  of  these  important 
money  bills.  They  always  find  places  to 
make  savings  which  have  escaped  the 
attention  of  the  President’s  staff.  More¬ 
over,  they  always  find  places  where  in¬ 
sufficient  funds  have  been  allocated,  and 
the  committee  endeavors  to  correct  the 
deficiency.  I  congratulate  the  commit¬ 
tee  again  for  an  excellent  job. 


Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  call 
attention  to  the  item  in  line  5,  page  7, 
“Forest  land  management.” 

In  his  usual  careful  way  our  own  “di¬ 
rector  of  the  budget” — the  senior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden] — has 
again  demonstrated  that  he  and  his  non¬ 
partisan  team,  the  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations,  have  both  superior  fiscal  un¬ 
derstanding  and  a  heart.  The  American 
people  are  fortunate  that  we  have  in  our 
Appropriations  Committee  men  of  such 
broad  interest  and  deep  understanding. 

I  am  particularly  pleased  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  action  adding  $3  million  to  the 
Forest  Service  budget.  These  funds  are 
to  help  relieve  some  of  the  critical  unem¬ 
ployment  we  have  in  the  Nation.  I  regret 
that  I  must  stand  on  the  floor  of  this  body 
today  and  say  that  Montana  again  leads 
the  Nation  in  unemployment.  On  behalf 
of  those  in  my  State  who  are  unemployed, 
I  thank  the  committee  for  the  considera¬ 
tion  they  have  shown.  I  particularly 
commend  the  new  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]  for  his  leadership  in 
this  matter. 

Every  cent  provided  by  the  committee 
could  be  used  on  Operation  Outdoors 
alone. 

Is  it  not  correct  to  say  that  when  this 
program  was  announced  by  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  it  was  planned  to  spend  for 
capital  investment  in  forest  recreation 
$6,600,000  in  1958  and  $10,300,000  in 
1959? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Is  it  not  also  true 
that  only  $7,300,000  has  been  available 
for  this  part  of  the  program? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Thus  today  we  are 
already  $9,600,000  behind  the  adminis¬ 
tration’s  schedule.  Is  it  also  true  that 
use  of  the  forests  is  well  above  original 
estimates  and  our  campgrounds  are 
badly  overcrowded? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  According  to  the  lat¬ 
est  information,  the  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Am  I  correct  that 
there  is  no  doubt  this  money  can  be  ef¬ 
fectively  used  for  an  already  planned 
program? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  There  is  no  doubt 
about  that.  r 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Montana  leads  the 
Nation  in  unemployment,  and  we  have 
recreation  areas  such  as  the  Crystal  Lake 
forest  camp  near  Lewiston,  which  badly 
need  full  development. 

I  know  the  chairman  agrees  with  me 
that  this  supplemental  appropriation 
should  enable  us  to  push  ahead  on  proj¬ 
ects  such  as  this,  which  are  vital  from  a 
conservation  standpoint,  and  work  on 
which  will  help  alleviate  unemployment. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  was  the  intent  of 
the  committee. 

Mr.  President,  a  typographical  error 
appears  on  page  24,  line  1,  of  the  bill. 
It  now  reads,  “Salaries  and  Expenses, 
Office  of  Minerals  Mobilization.”  It 
should  read,  “Salaries  and  Expenses,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Minerals  Exploration.” 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill 
be  corrected  accordingly. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
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ment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Ari¬ 
zona  on  page  24,  line  1. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  chairman  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee  or  the  chairman  of  the  Sub¬ 
committee  on  Defense  a  question  on  the 
Air  Force  portion  of  the  bill.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arizona  and  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  will  recall  that  the  commit¬ 
tee  denied  the  request  of  the  Department 
of  the  Air  Force  for  a  restoration  of 
$9,100,000  reduced  by  the  House  in  the 
appropriation  “Military  Personnel.”  We 
did  this  on  the  assumption  that  in  such 
a  large  appropriation,  the  $9,100,000 
could  be  absorbed.  But  we  certainly  did 
not  intend  that  it  would  be  necessary 
for  the  Air  Force  to  reduce  military 
strength  in  order  to  absorb  this  amount. 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  chairman,  as  a 
point  of  clarification,  if  he  does  not  agree 
with  me  on  this  matter. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  do.  While  the  Air 
Force  has  made  considerable  adjust¬ 
ments  in  its  military  personnel  program 
to  reduce  costs  under  this  appropriation, 
and  even  though  it  is  getting  toward  the 
end  of  the  fiscal  year,  it  is  felt  that  per¬ 
haps  some  additional  action  can  be 
taken  which  will  permit  the  absorption 
of  the  $9,100,000  reduced  by  the  House 
and  concurred  in  by  the  Senate  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Appropriations.  It  is  not  the  in¬ 
tent  of  the  committee  by  this  action  to 
require  the  Air  Force  to  reduce  military 
strength  below  that  planned  in  fiscal 
year  1959  to  meet  minimum  mission 
capability.  ' 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  will  yield,  that  is  the  under¬ 
standing  of  the  subcommittee. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
congratulate  the  able  Senator  from  Ari¬ 
zona  and  the  senior  Senator  from  New 
Mexico. 

There  is  contained  in  this  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  an  item  of  $1  million  for  Nava- 
jo-Hopi  roads.  I  desire  to  ask  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arizona  three  questions.  The 
first  is:  Does  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Af¬ 
fairs  now  have  the  money  to  contract  fo!r 
the  highway  job  for  which  bids  were 
opened  this  month? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  antici¬ 
pating  favorable  action  by  the  Congress 
on  the  1959  supplemental,  the  Bureau 
advertised  28.7  miles  of  road  on  Route  3. 
Bids  were  opened  and  disclosed  a  low  bid 
of  $663,000.  This  is  considered  to  be  a 
very  good  bid,  as  the  Bureau  estimate 
was  $905,000.  There  can  be  no  award  of 
this  contract  until  funds  are  made  avail¬ 
able. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  at  this  point 
in  the  Record,  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
statement  just  made  by  the  able  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions,  there  be  printed  in  the  Record  a 
financial  statement  with  reference  to  the 
sums  the  Senator  has  mentioned,  and 


also  a  brief  statement  as  to  the  situa¬ 
tion  with  regard  to  these  funds. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Financial  statement — Indian  Bureau  road 
construction  and  maintenance,  Apr,  21, 
1959 

(Fund  14x2364  (liquidation  of  contract  au¬ 
thorization) — section  104(c)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral-Aid  Highway  Act  of  1956) 

Total  contract  authority  avail¬ 
able  for  obligation,  July  1, 

1958  _ $10,  248,  686 

Obligations  through  March  31, 

1959 _  6,  142,  625 


Unobligated  balance  April 

1,  1959 _  4, 106,  061 


Programing  of  the  unobligated 
balance : 

(a)  Non-contract-construction 
items,  such  as  engi- 
gineering,  supervision, 
and  miscellaneous  force 
account  construction 
for  April,  May,  and 


June _  850,  000 

(b)  Road  maintenance  for 

April,  May,  and  June.  590,  000 

(c)  Contracts  scheduled  for 

award  April,  May,  and 
June,  regular  Federal- 
Aid  Highway  Act  pro¬ 
gram  _  2,  666,  061 


Obligations  scheduled  for  regu¬ 
lar  Federal- Aid  Highway  Act 
program,  April-June _  4,  106,  061 


Federal-Aid  Act  cash  available 

July  1,  1958 _  15,  882,  114 

Cash  disbursements  through 

March  31,  1959 -  11,002,502 


Unexpended  cash  bal¬ 
ance  April  1,  1959 -  4,  879,  612 

Unpaid  outstanding  obligations, 

March  31,  1959 -  3,377,728 


Unobligated  cash,  April  1, 

1959  _  1,  501,  884 


Estimated  cash  requirements  for 
April,  May,  and  June  obli¬ 
gations  : 

(a)  Noncontract  construc¬ 


tion  _  783, 000 

(b)  Maintenance  (mostly  force 

account)  _  492, 000 

(c)  Estimated  contract  earn¬ 

ing  due  for  payment- .  226,884 


Total  estimated  cash 
need _  1,501,884 


SUMMARY  OF  UNFUNDED  OBLIGATIONS 

Scheduled  obligations  for  April, 

May,  and  June _  4,  106,  061 

Unobligated  cash,  April  1,  1959.  -1,  501,  884 


Unfinanced  contract  au¬ 
thority,  June  30,  1959—  2,  604,  177 


There  is  available  to  the  Bureau  of  In¬ 
dian  Affairs  $15,882,114  for  liquidation  of 
obligations  incurred  under  the  Federal  Aid 
Highway  Act.  On  March  31,  1959,  there 
has  been  expended  $11,002,502  which  leaves 
a  balance  of  $4,879,612  available  for  meet¬ 
ing  contract  obligations  of  $7,582,661,  for 
the  balance  of  the  fiscal  year. 

This  would  allow  for  a  balance  of  $2,604,- 
177  in  unfunded  obligations  on  June  30, 
1959.  This  is  a  reasonable  amount  and  is 
based  upon  work  yet  to  be  accomplished  by 
contractors  for  which  payment  would  not 


April  28 

be  required  until  the  following  fiscal  year, 
1960. 

It  is  estimated  that  expenditure  of  the 
unexpended  balance  of  $4,879,612  on  March 
31  will  be  as  follows: 

1.  $3,377,728  will  be  required  to  meet  out¬ 
standing  obligations  in  the  same  amount 
and  for  which  earnings  will  accrue  during 
the  period  April  through  June. 

2.  $1,501,884  will  be  required  to  meet  con¬ 
tractor  earnings  and  other  expenses  under 
obligations  amounting  to  $4,106,061  which 
will  be  incurred  during  the  period  April 
through  June. 

The  expenditures  reflected  above  are  those 
estimated  and  required  to  meet  earnings 
under  obligations  incurred  under  the  Fed¬ 
eral-Aid  Highway  Act.  The.  fund  require¬ 
ments  are  such  as  to  leave  .no  balance  for 
funding  Navajo-Hopi  Routes  1  and  3. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Why  is  it  impor¬ 
tant  that  those  roads  be  constructed 
without  delay,  I  will  ask  the  chairman? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Contract  authority 
for  those  road  improvements  was 
granted  by  an  amendment  to  the  Nav¬ 
ajo-Hopi  Act  which  will  terminate  soon. 
Therefore,  it  is  important  that  the  con¬ 
tract  now  pending  be  awarded  as  rapidly 
as  possible.  Delay  also  permits  rising 
costs  to  reduce  the  overall  usefulness 
of  the  authorization  earmarked  for  these 
roads 

Mr.’  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  While  the  general  ap¬ 
propriation  will  be  beneficial  to  the 
Nava j  os  as  such,  it  will  also  be  beneficial 
to  the  economy  of  the  area  of  the  four 
States  of  New  Mexico,  Colorado,  Ari¬ 
zona,  and  Utah.  There  are  many  oper¬ 
ations  going  on  in  that  area  because  of 
uranium.  Hence,  this  will  not  only  ben¬ 
efit  the  Navajos  with  respect  to  their 
own  ideas  of  roads,  but  it  will  also  be  of 
help  because  they  will  be  provided  an 
opportunity  to  work. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  thank  my  col¬ 
league  for  his  comments. 

My  third  question  to  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  is,  Will  the  benefits  ex¬ 
tend  to  surrounding  States — Colorado, 
Utah,  and  New  Mexico — or  will  they  be 
limited  to  the  reservations  and  to  Ari¬ 
zona? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  benefits  created 
by  improvement  of  these  roads  will  be 
felt  throughout  the  region.  The  high¬ 
ways  will  permit  commerce  between 
Colorado,  Utah,  New  Mexico,  and  Ari¬ 
zona  and  the  Indian  tribes  to  begin  on 
a  modern  scale.  Improvement  of  these 
roads  will  link  newly  developed  oil  fields, 
uranium  holdings,  and  tribal  activities 
with  markets  in  the  surrounding  States. 
They  also  will  provide  modern  access  to 
Glen  Canyon  Reservoir  area. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  thank  the  able 
chairman  of  the  committee,  and  I  again 
express  my  appreciation  to  him  and  to 
my  colleague  from  New  Mexico. 

The  able  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
Gold  water]  and  I  were  both  very  much 
interested  in  the  road  project.  We  went 
to  the  reservation  and  participated  in 
the  project.  We  both  appreciate  very 
much  what  the  able  Senators  on  the 
Appropriations  Committee  have  done. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 
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Mi-.  GOLDWATER.  I  wish  to  point 
out  for  the  Record  that  Federal  funds 
are  the  only  funds  available,  I  believe,  to 
complete  this  road  program.  The  In¬ 
dian  reservations  have  no  money  of  their 
own,  and  the  State  cannot  tax  them. 
These  reservations  are  not  eligible  for 
any  regular  Federal  grants.  As  I  under¬ 
stand  the  situation,  it  was  necessary  to 
come  to  the  Congress  for  these  special 
appropriations. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  is  correct,  but 
there  is  an  agreement  that  after  the 
roads  are  built  the  roads  will  be  main¬ 
tained  by  the  State  of  Arizona. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  The  Senator  is 
absolutely  correct. 

Several  Senators  addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield  first  to  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  committee,  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  SaltonstallI. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  desire  to  make  a  motion,  which  has 
the  approval  of  the  chairman  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  provision  be  included  in  the  bill  on 
page  33,  after  line  21 : 

OTHER 

Payment  to  the  Philippine  Government 

For  payment  in  full  and  final  settlement 
to  the  Government  of  the  Philippines  as 
authorized  by  the  Act  of  June  19,  1934  (48 
Stat.  1115),  $23,862,751,  to  be  derived  from 
receipts  under  section  7  of  the  Gold  Reserve 
Act  of  1934  (31  U.S.C.  408b) . 

The  reason  for  the  motion  is  as  fol¬ 
lows  :  This  language  was  put  into  the  bill 
by  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  it 
came  to  the  Senate.  We  held  no  hear¬ 
ings  on  the  question,  because  there  was 
no  objection  to  it  and  no  requested 
change  in  it  by  the  executive  depart¬ 
ment. 

On  the  day  the  committee  went  into 
executive  session  an  article  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  newspapers  to  the  effect 
that  the  Vice  President  of  the  Philip¬ 
pines  had  said  that  if  this  money  were 
put  into  the  gold  reserve  it  would  be  a 
waste. 

Consequently,  on  motion  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  Hampshire,  the  committee 
unanimously  deleted  the  language  from 
the  bill  and  decided  it  wanted  to  know 
more  about  the  matter. 

Since  that  time  the  State  Department 
representative  and  General  Romulo,  the 
Philippine  Ambassador,  have  informed 
the  committee  further  about  the  item. 

This  comes  about  as  a  result  of  the 
act  of  June  19,  1934.  When  the  United 
States  went  off  the  gold  standard,  the 
Philippine  Government  had  in  the 
United  States  a  gold  standard  fund  of 
$19,112,253.42,  and  a  Treasury  certificate 
fund  of  $37,163,803.50,  or  a  total  of 
$56,276,056.92;  that  is,  the  gold  bullion 
value  of  these  deposits  prior  to  diminua- 
tion  of  the  gold  content  of  the  dollar 
was  $56,276,056.92. 

If  this  were  converted  into  currency 
at  the  new  valuation  of  the  dollar,  as 
computed  by  the  Treasury  Department, 
there  would  be  a  value  of  $95,282,398.87. 

Therefore,  the  gross  adjustment  to  the 
Philippine  Government  deposits  if  thfe 
reserves  had  been  in  gold,  as  computed 
by  the  Treasury  Department,  would  be 
$39,006,341.95. 


The  Philippine  Government  received, 
from  January  1,  1923,  to  the  close  of 
business  January  30,  1934,  on  the  gold 
standard  fund  and  the  Treasury  certifi¬ 
cate  fund  deposited  in  the  United  States 
the  sum  of  $15,143,591.17. 

This  leaves  a  net  adjustment  to  the 
Philippine  Government  deposits,  as 
shown  in  Public  Law  73-419,  of  $23,- 
862,750.78. 

This  had  been  asked  for  by  the  Execu¬ 
tive  before  World  War  II;  I  believe  in 
1937,  1941,  and  1942.  It  was  not  ap¬ 
proved  at  those  times  because  it  was  felt 
there  was  no  urgency. 

During  World  War  II,  and  after  the 
war,  with  the  large  rehabilitation  pro- 
gram,  the  Philippine  Government  did  not 
press  for  these  funds,  but  it  did  start  to 
press  for  them  2  or  3  years  ago.  When 
President  Garcia  visited  in  the  United 
States  in  July  of  last  year  he  discussed 
this  matter  with  the  President  and  with 
the  Secretary  of  State.  The  President 
made  a  commitment  at  that  time  that  he 
would  try  to  obtain  these  funds.  The 
Philippine  Islands  need  the  funds  now, 
because  of  the  difficulties  they  are  having 
with  the  foreign  exchange  rate. 

That  is  the  feason  the  matter  is  sub¬ 
mitted  now.  It  could  not  be  submitted 
last  year,  because  it  was  considered  too 
late,  so  it  was  submitted  in  the  supple¬ 
mental  request. 

That  is  the  explanation  for  the  motion. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
no  objection  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  senior  Senator  from  Massachu¬ 
setts.  The  sum  recommended  to  be  paid 
to  the  Philippine  Government  was  au¬ 
thorized  by  Public  Law  419  of  June  19, 
1934,  and  is  payable  out  of  receipts  al¬ 
ready  set  aside  in  the  Treasury  following 
the  devaluation  of  the  dollar  in  1934.  I 
recall  the  Senate’s  approval  of  this  au¬ 
thorization  very  distinctly,  as  I  had  sub¬ 
mitted  on  May  28,  1934,  for  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Territories  and  Insular  Affairs, 
its  favorable  report  on  the  bill. 

I  will  say  to  the  Senate  that  I  recall 
this  matter  distinctly  now,  upon  refresh¬ 
ing  my'  mind.  I  had  completely  for¬ 
gotten  about  it,  to  tell  the  truth.  The 
committee  report  which  was  submitted 
on  May  23,  1934,  was  submitted  in  the 
73d  Congress.  That  was  quite  a  long 
time  ago,  and  I  hope  Senators  will  pardon 
an  old  man  for  forgetting  a  little  bit.  I 
had  forgotten  about  the  exact  provisions. 

I  stated  in  the  report  the  reason  why 
the  appropriation  should  be  made. 

In  order  that  Members  may  have  some 
of  the  background  on  this  proposed  pay¬ 
ment,  I  ask  unanimous  consent,  Mr. 
President,  that  the  report,  No.  1209,  from 
the  Committee  on  Territories  and  In¬ 
sular  Affairs,  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Report  No.  1209 — Philippine  Currency  Re¬ 
serves  on  Deposit  in  the  United  States 

The  Committee  on  Territories  and  Insular 
Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(S.  3530)  relating  to  Philippine  currency  re¬ 
serves  on  deposit  in  the  United  States,  hav¬ 
ing  considered  the  same,  report  favorably 
thereon  without  amendment  and  recommend 
that  the  bill  do  pass. 


The  bill  is  as  follows: 

"A  bill  relating  to  Philippine  currency 

reserves  on  deposit  in  the  United  States 

"Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  Congress  assembled.  That  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  and 
directed,  when  the  funds  therefor  are  made 
available,  to  establish  on  the  books  of  the 
Treasury  a  credit  in  favor  of  the  treasurer  of 
the  Philippine  Islands  for  $23,862,750.78,  be¬ 
ing  an  amount  equal  to  the  increase  in  value 
(resulting  from  the  reduction  of  the  weight 
of  the  gold  dollar)  of  the  gold  equivalent 
at  the  opening  of  business  on  January  31, 
1934,  of  the  balances  maintained  at  that 
time  in  banks  in  the  continental  United 
States  by  the  government  of  the  Philippine 
Islands  for  its  gold-standard  fund  and  its 
treasury-certificate  fund  less  the  interest 
received  by  it  on  such  balances. 

“Sec.  2.  There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  out  of  the  receipts  covered  into 
the  Treasury  under  section  7  of  the  Gold 
Reserve  Act  of  1934,  by  virtue  of  the  reduc¬ 
tion  of  the  weight  of  the  gold  dollar  by  the 
proclamation  of  the  President  on  January  31, 
1934,  the  amount  necessary  to  establish  the 
credit  provided  for  in  section  1  of  this  Act.” 

The  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  readjust  the 
currency  reserves  of  the  Philippine  Islands 
to  meet  the  effect  of  the  order  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  January  31,  1934,  revaluating  the 
American  dollar.  The  monetary  system  of 
the  Philippine  Islands  is  interlocked  with 
our  own  by  an  act  of  Congress  of  March  2, 
1903,  as  follows: 

“Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  Congress  assembled,  That  the 
unit  of  value  in  the  Philippine  Islands  shall 
be  the  gold  peso  consisting  of  twelve  and 
nine-tenths  grains  of  gold,  nine-tenths  fine, 
said  gold  peso  to  become  the  unit  of  value 
when  the  government  of  the  Philippine 
Islands  shall  have  coined  and  ready  for,  or 
in,  circulation  not  less  than  five  million  of 
the  silver  pesos  hereinafter  provided  for  in 
this  Act,  and  the  gold  coins  of  the  United 
States  at  the  rate  of  $1  for  two  pesos  herein¬ 
after  authorized  to  be  coined  shall  be  legal 
tender  for  all  debts,  public  and  private,  in 
the  Philippine  Islands.’’ 

On  January  31,  1934,  the  insular  govern¬ 
ment  had  on  deposit  in  American  banks 
$56,276,056.92,  a  fund  constituting  the  major 
portion  of  the  currency  reserves  of  the  Phil¬ 
ippine  Government,  on  which  the  circulation 
of  the  insular  government  is  based.  This 
fund,  deposited  in  dollars,  has  always  been 
considered  as  the  equivalent  of  gold.  Apply¬ 
ing  the  same  revaluation  as  given  the 
U.S.  gold  dollar  by  the  proclamation  of  the 
President,  this  fund  now  amounts  to  $95,- 
282,393.87,  or  an  increase,  had  the  fund  been 
in  actual  gold,  of  $39,006,341.95. 

It  is  obvious  that  any  change  in  the  value 
of  our  dollar  automatically  changes  in  the 
same  proportion  the  value  of  the  peso,  the 
standard  unit  of  value  in  the  Philippine 
Islands.  It  is  also  obvious  that  the  Presi¬ 
dential  proclamation  of  January  31,  1934,  in 
effect,  expanded  the  currency  reserves  of  the 
United  States,  but  contracted  the  reserves 
of  the  Philippine  Government,  since  the  Phil¬ 
ippine  reserves  are  in  dollars. 

In  a  conference  between  officials  of  the 
Treasury  Department,  the  Bureau  of  Insular 
Affairs,  acting  for  the  Secretary  of  War,  and 
the  Budget  Officer,  it  was  decided  that  the 
full  amount  of  this  credit  should  not  be 
given  to  the  reserve  funds  of  the  insular  gov¬ 
ernment,  but  from  this  $39,006,341.95  should 
be  deducted  $15,143,591.17,  the  interest 
which  was  accrued  to  the  insular  govern¬ 
ment  since  January  1923.  This  leaves  a 
balance  of  $23,862,750.78,  which  it  is  thought 
by  the  President  and  the  above-named  offi¬ 
cials  represents  the  sum  which  should  be 
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credited  to  the  Philippine  Government  on  the 
books  of  the  Treasury  in  order  to  restore  the 
gold  value  of  the  Philippine  currency  re¬ 
serves  as  of  January  31,  1934. 

When  the  gold  content  of  the  TJ.S.  dollar 
was  diminished,  we  took  credit  on  our  books 
for  approximately  $2,811,013,126.  Had  the 
Insular  government  had  on  deposit  on  the 
date  of  the  above-mentioned  proclamation, 
gold  bullion,  or  actual  gold  coins,  as  their 
currency  reserve,  there  would  have  been  no 
need  for  this  legislation,  or  any  adjustment 
for  the  reason  that  their  gold  would  have 
increased  in  value  as  did  the  U.S.  gold. 

During  the  fall  of  1932  the  government  of 
the  Philippine  Islands  made  representations 
to  this  Government  with  a  view  of  including 
specific  stipulation  in  the  depository  agree¬ 
ments  that  withdrawal  of  its  currency  re¬ 
serve  funds  should  be  in  gold  coin  of  the 
United  States  at  the  election  of  the  Philip¬ 
pine  Government.  The  Secretary  of  War, 
through  the  Bureau  of  Insular  Affairs,  acting 
for  this  Government,  stated  that  he  did  not 
deem  as  expedient  the  amendment  of  the 
depository  agreement  as  suggested  by  the 
Philippine  Government. 

In  March  1933,  10  months  prior  to  the 
President’s  proclamation,  other  representa¬ 
tions  were  made  on  the  part  of  the  Philip¬ 
pine  Government  seeking  the  assurance  that 
deposits  of  the  Philippine  Government  in 
the  United  States  stand  on  an  equal  basis 
with  the  deposits  of  the  U.S.  Government  and 
recommended  that  all  deposits  of  the  insu¬ 
lar  government,  except  $10  million  required 
for  ordinary  expenses,  be  deposited  in  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States.  Under  con¬ 
ditions  obtaining  in  this  country  in  1932  and 
1933,  the  officials  of  our  Government  deemed 
it  inadvisable  to  accede  to  any  of  these  re¬ 
quests,  although  the  Philippine  Government 
had  every  right  to  make  these  requests  and 
to  expect  them  to  be  granted. 

Again  on  June  29,  1933,  the  Governor  Gen¬ 
eral  of  the  Philippine  Islands  officially  re¬ 
quested  that  “our  gold  standard  and  Treasury 
certificate  funds  be  converted  into  gold  coin 
of  the  standard  existing  at  the  time  these 
deposits  were  made  with  the  depository 
banks;  this  coin  to  be  deposited  in  the  U.S. 
Treasury  or  Federal  Reserve  banks  and  au¬ 
thority  of  the  President  secured  to  earmark 
it  for  their  account,  by  amending  the  Execu¬ 
tive  order  of  April  5,  1933  (which  was  the 
first  order  of  the  President  restricting  the 
circulation  of  gold).  There  will  be,  however, 
no  necessity  for  withdrawing  the  above- 
mentioned  deposits  from  the  present  deposi¬ 
tory  banks  at  this  time  if  it  is  possible  to 
obtain  Government  assurance  that  conver¬ 
sion  into  gold  of  the  standard  existing,  as 
above  outlined,  may  be  made  at  a  later 
date.’’ 

From  time  to  time  between  June  29,  1933, 
and  January  17,  1934,  numerous  cables  were 
sent  by  the  Governor  General  of  the  Philip¬ 
pine  Islands  expressing  concern  and  stress¬ 
ing  the  necessity  for  assuring  the  gold  con¬ 
tent  of  the  Philippine  reserves  on  deposit  in 
the  United  States.  Likewise  a  letter  on  Janu¬ 
ary  16,  1934,  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
Finance  of  the  Philippine  Islands  was  sent 
to  the  Secretary  of  War  again  expressing  the 
desire  of  the  Philippine  Government  that  its 
deposits  be  treated  by  the  U.S.  Treasury  as 
deposits  of  coined  gold.  This  request  was 
in  turn  sent  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
by  the  Secretary  of  War  on  January  17,  1934. 

On  January  17,  1934,  2  weeks  prior  to  the 
Presidential  proclamation,  the  following 
cable  was  sent  by  Governor  General  Murphy 
to  the  Secretary  of  War. 

“Referring  to  telegram  from  this  office 
June  29,  No.  212,  in  particular,  as  well  as 
other  previous  cables  pertaining  to  Philip¬ 
pine  currency.  Have  you  further  informa¬ 
tion  relative  to  earmarking  in  gold  Treasury 
certificates  funds  and  the  gold-standard 
fund?  Believe  allotment  of  gold  to  these 
lunds  on  the  basis  of  present  gold  content 


is  but  fair  to  Philippines,  thus  granting 
Philippine  Government  same  advantage  as 
United  States  in  reduction  of  content  of 
gold  dollars  backing  gold-standard  fund  and 
Treasury-certificate  fund.  Am  exceedingly 
anxious  to  receive  definite  decision.” 

At  any  time,  following  these  representa¬ 
tions,  prior  to  January  31,  1934,  the  Treas¬ 
ury  Department  could  have  lawfully  sold  to 
the  Philippine  Government  gold  in  the 
amount  of  their  currency  reserves  on  de¬ 
posit  in  the  United  States  at  the  old  value 
of  $20.67  an  ounce,  or  could  have  authorized 
the  earmarking  of  gold  to  be  paid  for  by  the 
Philippine  Government  with  the  funds  on 
deposit  in  the  United  States.  This,  however, 
was  not  done,  although  the  insular  govern¬ 
ment  from  time  to  time  has  been  given  as¬ 
surance  by  our  officials  that  their  interests 
would  be  equitably  adjusted. 

Our  Government,  not  having  acceded  to 
these  suggestions  and  requests  is  certainly 
morally  obligated  to  expand  the  base  of  the 
currency  reserves  of  the  dependent  govern¬ 
ment,  and  to  do  so  without  further  delay 
in  order  to  av^id  further  possible  domestic 
and  international  financial  complications. 

It  should  be  borne  in^  mind  that  we  are 
dealing  in  this  bill  exclusively  with  the  cur¬ 
rency  reserve  funds  of  the  Philippine 
Islands,  and  that  question  should  not  be 
confused  with  the  question  of  individual 
transactions  between  the  people  of  the  two 
governments. 

In  the  case  of  the  Filipino  people,  they 
have  been  forced  to  take  the  personal  loss — 
their  gold  has  been  turned  in  just  as  was 
the  gold  of  our  own  citizens — but  no  bene¬ 
fits  will  accrue  to  them  or  their  government 
until  the  value  of  their  gold  reserve  is  re¬ 
established  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States.  In  the  case  of  our  own  citizens, 
while  the  individual  may  not  have  been 
credited,  nevertheless,  the  credit  goes  to  the 
Federal  Government,  or  the  whole  of  the 
American  people,  each  State  of  course  hav¬ 
ing  the  same  currency  system  as  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government.  It  is  quite  certain  that 
if  any  State  had  a  separate  monetary  sys¬ 
tem  tied  in  with  the  national  money  by  an 
act  of  the  Federal  Government  the  govern¬ 
ment  of  such  a  State  would  undoubtedly 
have  the  same  rights  and  equities  as  are 
sought  to  be  established  by  this  bill. 

The  Philippine  National  Bank  now  owns 
Liberty  bonds  and  other  obligations  of  our 
Government  amounting  to  approximately 
$17,000,000.  Likewise,  many  American  se¬ 
curities  are  held  by  individual  Filipinos. 
Those  obligations  will  be  paid,  not  in  gold, 
but  in  legal  currency,  which  means  that 
they  will  be  paid  with  a  devaluated  dollar. 
It  should  also  be  stated  that  the  insular 
government  has  outstanding  bonds  of  the 
Manila  Railroad  payable  in  pounds,  guild¬ 
ers,  and  Swiss  francs.  In  amortizing  these 
bonds  in  foreign  currencies,  due  to  the  dif¬ 
ference  in  exchange,  as  a  result  of  the  ac¬ 
tion  of  the  American  Government  in  reval¬ 
uing  its  money,  a  loss  of  approximately  $10 
million  will  be  sustained  by  the  insular  gov¬ 
ernment.  Surely  no  one  can  fail  to  see  the 
inequity  in  a  failure  of  our  Government  to 
make  the  insular  government  whole  in  a  loss 
occasioned  by  our  own  action. 

The  currency  reserves  of  the  Philippine 
Government  are  by  law  held  in  two  funds, 
namely:  The  gold-standard  fund,  the  legal 
limits  of  which  are  not  less  than  15  percent 
nor  more  than  25  percent  of  all  the  money 
in  circulation  and  available  for  circulation  by 
the  Philippine  Government;  the  treasury- 
certificate  fund,  which  by  law  must  consist 
of  peso  for  peso,  or  $1  for  every  2  pesos,  for 
every  Philippine  treasury  certificate  issued 
or  available  for  issue.  Of  the  $56,276,056.92 
Philippine  currency  reserves  on  deposit  in  the 
United  States  as  of  January  31,  1934,  $19,- 
112,253.42  pertained  to  the  gold-standard 
fund  and  $37,163,803.50  to  the  treasury-cer¬ 
tificate  fund.  The  amount  held  in  the  gold- 
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standard  fund  is  approximately  $8  million 
more  than  was  actually  required  by  law  to  be 
held  in  this  fund  on  January  31,  1934,  with 
the  amount  of  money  in  circulation  on  that 
date. 

However,  should  increased  business  de¬ 
mand  an  increase  of  money  in  circulation  in 
amount  in  excess  of  $32  million,  the  excess 
of  the  gold-standard  fund  over  the  legal  max¬ 
imum  limit  of  25  percent  would  be  wiped  out 
immediately.  Thus,  in  order  to  maintain 
the  maximum  limit  of  25  percent  in  the  gold- 
standard  fund  it  has  been  the  policy  to  have 
an  excess  to  allow  for  an  increase  in  the 
money  in  circulation  and  to  always  insure 
the  parity  of  the  peso  with  the  dollar. 

The  experts  of  our  Government  have  de¬ 
cided  that  the  credit  of  $23,862,750.78  is  just, 
equitable,  and  fair,  and  the  committee  feels 
that  no  great  government  can  do  less  than 
what  is  proposed  in  this  bill  for  its  dependent 
people.  It  is  in  no  wise  suggested  that  any 
and  all  funds  on  deposit  in  this  country  to 
the  credit  of  individuals  and  the  insular 
government,  over  and  above  the  funds  actu¬ 
ally  held  as  currency  reserve  funds,  should  be 
enhanced  in  value  by  an  act  of  Congress. 

Coincident  with  the  Independence  Act,  a 
refusal  on  the  part  of  the  American  Govern¬ 
ment  to  meet  its  moral  obligation  in  read¬ 
justing  the  currency  reserves  of  the  insular 
government,  the  value  of  which  is  inter¬ 
locked  with  our  own  monetary  system,  is 
inconceivable.  Such  refusal  would  be  an 
omission  unworthy  of  a  great  Government 
and  of  the  Congress,  on  whom  this  respon¬ 
sibility  now  rests. 

Following  are  certain  letters  and  memo¬ 
randa  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
the  Secretary  of  War,  and  the  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  explaining  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  bill  and  recommending  its  enact¬ 
ment; 

Treasury  Department, 
Washington,  May  10,  1934. 
Hon.  Duncan  U.  Fletcher, 

Chairman,  Banking  and  Currency  Commit¬ 
tee,  U.S.  Senate. 

Dear  Mr.  Chairman;  Receipt  is  acknowl¬ 
edged  of  your  clerk’s  letter  of  May  4,  1934, 
transmitting  a  copy  of  the  bill  (S.  3530) 
relating  to  Philippine  currency  reserves  on 
deposit  in  the  United  States,  and  requesting 
a  report  thereon. 

I  understand  that  this  bill  has  been  rec¬ 
ommended  by  the  War  Department.  In  view 
of  the  circumstances  surrounding  the  de¬ 
posits  in  the  continental  United  States,  of 
the  currency  reserves  of  the  Philippine 
Islands,  a  dependency  of  the  United  States, 
the  bill  meets  with  the  approval  of  "the 
Treasury  Department. 

Respectfully, 

H.  Morgenthau,  Jr., 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

War  Department, 
Washington,  May  4,  1934. 
Hon.  Duncan  U.  Fletcher, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur¬ 
rency,  U.S.  Senate,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Fletcher:  I  am  writing  to 
your  committee  to  request  favorable  consid¬ 
eration  of  S.  3530  which  was  introduced  in 
the  Senate  at  the  request  of  this  Department. 

The  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  credit  the 
Philippine  Government  with  the  profits,  due 
to  the  reduction  of  the  weight  of  the  gold 
dollar,  on  its  currency  reserve  deposited  in 
the  United  States  at  the  opening  of  business 
on  January  31,  1934,  and  authorizing  the 
appropriation  of  funds  for  this  purpose. 

The  draft  of  this  bill  was  prepared  in  con¬ 
sultation  by  officials  of  the  Treasury  Depart¬ 
ment  and  of  this  Department,  and  has  re¬ 
ceived  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  and  of  the  Governor  General  of  the 
Philippine  Islands. 

At  the  suggestion  of  the  War  Department 
the  major  portion  of  the  currency  reserves  of 
the  Philippine  monetary  system  lias  been 
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maintained  in  the  form  of  U.S.  currency  de¬ 
posited  in  banks  in  the  continental  United 
States.  The  Philippine  Government  has  al¬ 
ways  considered  these  deposits  as  the  equiva¬ 
lent  of  a  gold  reserve. 

The  proclamation  of  the  President  issued 
on  January  31,  1934,  reduced  the  gold  content 
of  the  dollar.  The  effect  of  this  proclamation 
was  not  only  to  reduce  in  terms  of  gold,  the 
value  of  the  Philippine  currency  reserve 
funds,  but  indirectly  to  devalue,  in  terms  of 
gold,  the  entire  currency  circulation  of  the 
Philippine  Islands.  The  United  States,  on 
the  other  hand,  enjoyed  an  increase  in  the 
value  of  the  currency  reserves  corresponding 
to  the  decrease  in  the  value  of  the  dollar.  As 
the  Philippine  currency  is  interlocked  with 
the  U.S.  gold  dollar  under  laws  enacted  by 
the  U.S.  Congress,  it  is  equitable  that  any 
change  in  the  dollar  which  produces  a  profit 
on  the  currency  reserves  of  the  General  Gov¬ 
ernment  should  produce  a  corresponding 
profit  on  the  currency  reserves  of  this  de¬ 
pendency. 

The  reestablishment  of  its  currency  re¬ 
serves  as  of  their  former  gold  value  of  Janu¬ 
ary  31,  1934,  would  be  of  great  advantage 
to  the  Philippine  Government  in  their  affairs 
at  the  present  time.  It  is  hoped  that  an  ap¬ 
propriation  providing  for  this  purpose  can 
also  be  secured  at  the  present  session  of 
Congress. 

I  am  enclosing  copy  of  a  letter  from  the 
Director  of  the  Budget  in  which  he  advises 
me  that  the  expenditures  contemplated  by 
the  proposed  bill  would  not  be  in  conflict 
with  the  financial  program  of  the  President. 

There  is  also  enclosed  for  your  informa¬ 
tion  a  copy  of  a  memorandum  prepared  in 
the  Bureau  of  Insular  Affairs,  which  sets 
forth  in  detail  the  necessity  for  this  legisla¬ 
tion.  Should  you  desire  further  informa¬ 
tion  regarding  this  matter,  it  is  suggested 
that  you  call  upon  Brig.  Gen.  Creed  F.  Cox, 
Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Insular  Affairs  of 
this  Department. 

I  urgently  recommend  the  early  enact¬ 
ment  of  S.  3530. 

Sincerely  yours, 

George  H.  Dern, 

Secretary  oj  War. 


War  Department, 

Bureau  of  Insular  Affairs, 

Washington,  April  30,  1934. 
Memorandum  for  the  Secretary  of  War. 
Subject:  Philippine  currency  reserves. 

The  monetary  system  of  the  Philippine 
Islands  was  originally  established  by  Public, 
No.  137,  of  the  U.S.  Congress  approved  March 
2,  1903.  The  unit  of  value  prescribed  was 
the  gold  peso  which  was  definitely  inter¬ 
locked  with  the  U.S.  gold  dollar  at  the  rate  of 
$1  for  2  pesos. 

Act  No.  938  of  the  Philippine  Commission, 
approved  October  10,  1903,  which  was  en¬ 
acted  under  authority  granted  by  Public,  No. 
137,  of  the  U.S.  Congress,  placed  the  Philip¬ 
pine  Islands  upon  a  gold-exchange  basis  and 
provided  that  part  of  the  gold-standard  fund 
should  be  deposited  in  the  United  States. 

A  portion  of  the  currency  reserve  funds  of 
the  Philippine  Islands  have  therefore  been 
deposited  in  the  United  States  under  author¬ 
ity  granted  by  the  U.S.  Congress,  for  over  30 
years. 

It  became  necessary  in  1922  to  reconstitute 
the  currency  reserve  funds  of  the  Philippine 
Islands  which  had  been  dissipated  due  to 
the  operations  of  the  Philippine  National 
Bank.  This  was  done  by  the  sale  of  bonds 
in  the  United  States. 

Act  No.  3058  of  the  Philippine  Legislature 
approved  June  13,  1922,  issued  pursuant  to 
authority  contained  in  the  Philippine  Or¬ 
ganic  Act  (Public  No.  240,  64th  Cong.,  ap¬ 
proved  Aug.  29,  1916),  reconstituted  the 
currency  reserves  of  the  Philippine  mone¬ 
tary  system  into  two  funds,  namely,  the 
gold-standard  fund  and  the  Treasury  certifi¬ 


cate  fund.  The  inauguration  of  these  re¬ 
constituted  funds  took  place  on  January  2, 
1923,  and  upon  the  suggestion  of  the  then 
Secretary  of  War,  the  major  portion  of  these 
funds  were  placed  on  deposit  in  the  United 
States  in  member  banks  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  which  were  approved  by  the 
Secretary  of  War  as  depositories  of  Philip¬ 
pine  public  funds  and  designated  by  the 
Governor  General  of  the  Philippine  Islands 
as  branches  of  the  treasury  of  the  Philippine 
Islands  in  the  United  States. 

This  memorandum  refers  to  these  recon¬ 
stituted  monetary  reserve  funds. 

The  laws  of  the  Philippine  Islands  require 
certain  reserves  to  be  maintained  against 
the  currency  of  the  Philippine  Islands  in 
circulation  or  available  for  circulation.  So 
long  as  the  United  States  was  redeeming  its 
currency  in  gold,  that  portion  of  the  cur¬ 
rency  reserves  deposited  in  the  United  States 
was  equivalent  to  a  gold  reserve.  The  Philip¬ 
pine  Government  has  always  considered  dol¬ 
lars  of  the  United  States  as  in  every  way 
equivalent  to  gold  coins  and  for  this  reason 
has  maintained  since  January  2,  1923,  the 
major  portion  of  its  currency  reserve  funds 
on  deposit  in  the  United  States. 

The  Philippine  Government  since  October 
1932  has  been  interested  in  trying  to  have 
these  accounts  made  payable  in  gold  coin. 
When  this  was  discouraged  by  this  Govern¬ 
ment,  the  Philippines  expressed  a  desire  to 
transfer  their  funds  to  the  U.S.  Treasury. 
The  Treasury  Department  expressed  the  view 
that  it  was  not  authorized  to  take  deposits 
of  such  funds. 

The  proclamation  of  the  President  issued 
on  January  31,  1934,  reduced  the  gold  con¬ 
tent  of  the  dollar.  The  effect  of  this  procla¬ 
mation,  as  far  as  the  Philippines  were  con¬ 
cerned,  was  not  only  to  reduce,  in  terms  of 
gold,  the  value  of  accounts  representing  its 
gold-standard  fund  and  Treasury-certificate 
fund,  but  indirectly  to  devalue,  in  terms  of 
gold,  the  entire  circulation  of  the  Philippine 
Islands.  The  United  States  enjoyed  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  value  of  its  currency  reserves 
corresponding  to  the  decrease  in  the  value 
of  the  dollar.  The  Philippine  Islands  en¬ 
joyed  no  corresponding  increase  with  respect 
to  the  reserves  maintained  in  this  country 
for  its  currency,  the  reason  being  that  with 
the  consent  of  this  Government  those  re¬ 
serves  were  maintained  as  bank  balances  in 
this  country. 

On  January  30,  1934,  the  Philippine  Gov¬ 
ernment  had  on  deposit  in  the  U.S.  cur¬ 
rency  reserves  of  a  gold  value  of  $56,276,- 
056.92.  It  therefore  requests  this  amount 
of  its  currency  reserves  be  made  available, 
either  in  the  form  of  additional  credits  or 
in  gold  coin,  dollar  for  dollar,  so  as  to  re¬ 
habilitate,  in  its  gold  value  as  of  January  30, 
1934,  the  currency  reserves  of  the  Philippine 
monetary  system.  This  could  be  accom¬ 
plished  in  either  of  the  following  ways: 

(a)  For  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
establish  on  the  books  of  the  U.S.  Treasury 
a  credit  in  dollars  in  favor  of  the  Phil¬ 
ippine  Government  equivalent  to  the 
profits  on  the  amount  of  its  deposits  in  the 
United  States  as  of  the  opening  of  business 
on  January  31,  1934,  due  to  the  diminution 
of  the  gold  content  of  the  dollar:  or 

(b)  The  Treasury  of  the  United  States  to 
sell  to  the  Philippine  Government  gold  bul¬ 
lion,  figured  at  the  rate  of  25.8  grains  of  gold, 
nine-tenths  fine,  to  the  dollar,  equivalent 
to  the  amount  of  its  deposits  in  the  United 
States  as  of  January  30,  1934. 

Either  of  these  methods  would  serve  the 
purpose  of  reestablishing  the  currency  re¬ 
serves  of  the  Philippine  Government  at  their 
former  level,  and  in  the  same  relative  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  currency  circulation  in  the  Phil¬ 
ippine  Islands  as  the  gold  reserves  of  the 
United  States  have  assumed  to  the  currency 
in  circulation  in  the  United  States. 

This  question  has  been  discussed  with 'the 
Treasury  Department  and  that  Department 
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agrees  that  the  preferable  way  to  make  this 
adjustment  is  to  establish  on  the  books  of 
the  U.S.  Treasury  a  credit  in  dollars 
in  favor  of  the  Philippine  Government  equiv¬ 
alent  to  the  profits  on  the  amount  of  the 
deposits  representing  Philippine  currency  re¬ 
serves,  less  the  interest  that  has  accrued 
thereon  since  their  reestablishment  in  1923 
(the  interest  being  deducted  because  the 
Philippines  would  not  have  had  the  benefit 
of  this  interest  if  its  reserves  had  been  main¬ 
tained  in  metal) .  This  Bureau  believes  this 
would  be  an  equitable  arrangment  in  view 
of  all  the  circumstances  connected  with  the 
maintenance  of  the  Philippine  currency  re¬ 
serves  in  the  United  States.  The  Governor 
General  of  the  Philippine  Islands  has  been 
consulted  and  has  expressed  his  approval  of 
this  arrangement. 

The  following  computation  shows  the 
status  of  the  balances  of  the  Philippine  cur¬ 
rency  reserves  on  deposit  in  the  United 
States  at  the  opening  of  business  on  Jan¬ 
uary  31,  1934: 


(a)  Gold-standard  fund _ $19,112,253.42 

(b)  Treasury  certificate 

fund - - -  37,  163,  803.  50 


Total--- . .  56,276,056.92 


The  gold  bullion  value  of 
these  deposits  prior  to  the 
diminution  of  the  gold 

content  of  the  dollar _  56,  276,  056.  92 

Converted  into  currency  at 
the  new  valuation  of  the 
dollar  as  computed  by  the 
Treasury  Department _  95,  282,  398.  87 


Profit  to  the  Philip¬ 
pine  Government  (if 
the  reserve  had  been 
in  gold)  as  com¬ 
puted  by  the  Treas¬ 
ury  Department _ 

Less  the  total  interest  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Philippine 
Government  from  Jan.  1, 
1923,  to  close  of  business 
on  Jan.  30,  1934,  on  the 
gold-standard  fund  and 
Treasury  certificate  fund 
deposited  in  the  United 
States _ _ 


Net  profit  to  the  Phil¬ 
ippine  Government 
as  shown  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  bill _  23,  862,  750.  78 

There  is  enclosed  herewith  the  draft  of  a 
bill  designed  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  to  set  up  a  credit  on  the  books 
of  the  Treasury  in  favor  of  the  treasurer  of 
the  Philippine  Islands  for  $23,862,750.78, 
which  is  the  amount  equal  to  the  increase 
in  value,  resutling  from  the  reduction  of  the 
weigth  of  the  gold  dollar,  of  the  gold  equiva¬ 
lent  at  the  opening  of  business  on  January 
31,  1934,  of  the  balances  maintained  at  that 
time  in  banks  in  the  continental  United 
States  by  the  Government  of  the  Philippine 
Islands  for  its  gold-standard  fund  and  its 
Treasury  certificate  fund  less  the  interest 
received  by  it  on  such  balances.  The  bill 
also  provides  for  the  necessary  appropriation 
to  establish  the  credit. 

This  draft  has  been  prepared  in  consulta¬ 
tion  with  representatives  of  the  Treasury 
Department  and  the  War  Department  has 
received  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  of  the 
Governor  General  of  the  Philippine  Islands. 

To  summarize,  and  to  emphasize  the  sali¬ 
ent  points  of  this  claim  of  the  Philippine 
Government,  the  equities  involved  are: 

(a)  The  Philippine  currency  is  inter¬ 
locked  with  the  U.S.  gold  dollar  under  laws 
enacted  by  the  U.S.  Congress,  and  any 
changes  in  the  dollar  which  effect  a  corre¬ 
sponding  change  in  the  Philippine  peso  that 
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produces  a  profit  on  the  reserves  of  the 
general  government  should  produce  a  corre¬ 
sponding  profit  on  the  reserves  of  this 

dependency.  . 

(b)  The  major  portion  of  the  Philippine 
currency  reserves  have  been  maintained  in 
this  country  in  the  form  of  bank  balances 
since  1923  at  the  suggestion  of  the  War 
Department. 

(c)  The  Philippine  Government  has  al¬ 
ways  considered  their  currency  reserves  de¬ 
posited  in  the  United  States  as  a  gold  re¬ 
serve,  and  prior  to  the  banking  crisis  in  the 
United  States  these  reserves  could  have  been 
withdrawn  in  gold  at  any  time. 

(d)  That  the  conversion  of  these  currency 
reserves  into  gold  coin  when  conditions  in 
this  country  appeared  to  make  such  conver¬ 
sion  desirable  could  have  been  legitimately 
done,  except  that  the  interests  of  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  made  it  undesirable  to  do  so  at  the 
time. 

(e)  That  the  claims  involves  the  currency 
reserves  only  and  does  not  take  into  account 
the  other  Philippine  public  funds  deposited 
in  the  United  States. 

It  is  recommended  that  the  bill  be  trans¬ 
mitted  to  the  chairman  of  the  Insular  Com¬ 
mittees  of  the  Senate  and  House,  requesting 
its  immediate  introduction  in  the  Congress. 

Drafts  of  letters  for  your  signature  here¬ 
with. *  1 

Creed  P.  Cox, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 

Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
Washington ,  May  3,  1934. 
The  Secretary  of  War. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Secretary  :  Reference  is  made 
to  your  letter  of  April  25,  concerning  the 
proposed  bill  relative  to  Philippine  currency 
reserves  deposited  in  the  United  States,  and 
to  the  informal  submission  by  your  Bureau 
of  Insular  Affairs  on  April  30  of  a  draft 
of  a  new  bill  (being  a  redraft  of  sec.  2  of  a 
bill  submitted  to  the  President  on  Mar.  23) 
reading  as  follows : 

“A  bill  relating  to  Philippine  currency  re¬ 
serves  on  deposit  in  tlie  United  States 

"Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  Congress  assembled.  That  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  establish  on  the  books  of  the 
Treasury  a  credit  in  favor  of  the  treasury  of 
the  Philippine  Islands  for  $23,862,750.78,  be¬ 
ing  an  amount  equal  to  the  increase  in  value 
(resulting  from  the  reduction  of  the  weight 
of  the  gold  dollar)  of  the  gold  equivalent  at 
the  opening  of  business  on  January  31,  1934, 
of  the  balances  maintained  at  that  time  in 
banks  in  the  continental  United  States  by 
the  government  of  the  Philippine  Islands  for 
its  gold-standard  fund  and  its  treasury  cer¬ 
tificate  fund  less  the  interest  received  by  it 
on  such  balances.  There  is  hereby  appropri¬ 
ated,  out  of  the  receipts  to  be  covered  into 
the  Treasury  under  section  7  of  the  Gold 
Reserve  Act  of  1934,  by  virtue  of  the  re¬ 
duction  of  the  weight  of  the  gold  dollar  by 
the  proclamation  of  the  President  on  Jan¬ 
uary  31,  1934,  an  amount  necessary  to  estab¬ 
lish  such  credit.” 

In  reply  you  are  informed  that  the  ex¬ 
penditures  contemplated  by  the  proposed  bill 
would  not  be  in  conflict  with  the  financial 
program  of  the  President. 

Very  truly  yours, 

L.  W.  Douglas, 

Director. 

The  President  has  recommended  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  the  bill  in  the  following  letter: 

The  White  House, 
Washington,  May  7,  1934. 
Hon.  Duncan  U.  Fletcher, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency,  U.S.  Senate,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Fletcher:  With  the  approval 
of  the  United  States,  the  Government  of  the 
Philippine  Islands  has  for  many  years  main¬ 


tained  in  banks  in  this  country  the  major 
portion  of  the  currency  reserves  of  its  mone¬ 
tary  system,  and  has  always  considered  these 
deposits  the  equivalent  of  a  gold  reserve. 

The  effect  of  my  proclamation  of  January 
31,  1934,  was  not  only  to  reduce,  in  terms  of 
gold,  the  value  of  these  currency  reserves, 
but  indirectly  to  devalue,  in  terms  of  gold, 
the  entire  currency  circulation  of  the  Philip¬ 
pine  Islands.  The  United  States  enjoyed  an 
increase  in  the  value  of  its  currency  reserves 
corresponding  to  the  decrease  in  the  value  of 
the  dollar. 

As  the  Philippine  currency  is  interlocked 
with  the  U.S.  gold  dollar  under  laws  en¬ 
acted  by  the  U.S.  Congress,  it  would  be 
equitable  to  reestablish  the  Philippine  cur¬ 
rency  reserves  on  deposit  in  the  United 
States  at  their  former  gold  value  as  of  Jan¬ 
uary  31,  1934. 

I  am  advised  that  S.  3530,  now  under  con¬ 
sideration  before  your  committee,  is  designed 
to  accomplish  this  purpose. 

I  recommend  its  enactment. 

Very  sincerely  yours, 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Will  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  send  his 
motion  to  the  desk? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  move  that  the  amendment  be  included 
in  the  bill.  That  was  my  motion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  We  do 
not  have  the  amendment  at  the  desk. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  want 
to  speak  on  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated  for  the  infor¬ 
mation  of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  33, 
after  line  21,  it  is  proposed  to  insert: 

OTHER 

Payment  to  the  Philippine  Government 

For  payment  in  full  and  final  settlement 
to  the  Government  of  the  Philippines  as 
authorized  by  the  act  of  June  19,  1934  (48 
Stat.  1115),  $23,862,751,  to  be  derived  from 
receipts  under  section  7  of  the  Gold  Reserve 
Act  of  1934  (31  U.S.C.  408b). 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Saltonstall], 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
asking  recognition  on  this  item,  and  the 
Senator  yielded  to  me. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  has  not  been  acted  upon. 
The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  is 
recognized. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
the  member  of  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  who  asked  that  this  item  be  elim¬ 
inated  from  the  bill,  and  almost  unani¬ 
mously  the  committee  agreed  to  do  so. 
Why  did  we  take  that  action?  Because 
there  was  not  a  single  word  of  testimony 
to  substantiate  the  appropriation. 

When  we  start  passing  out  $23  million 
in  lump  sums,  such  action  should  be 
supported  by  substantial  testimony. 
Since  that  time,  informally  and  directly, 
I  have  obtained  the  information  which 
wrould  justify  me  in  approving  this  $23 
million  appropriation,  but  I  still  say  that 
it  was  the  responsibility  of  the  agencies 
of  Government  which  were  involved 
to  see  that  the  proper  testimony  was 
presented  to  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee,  and  not  stick  an  item  of  $23 


million  in  the  bill,  to  go  to  the  Philip¬ 
pines  or  any  other  country,  unless  it  was 
supported  by  evidence.  That  was  why 
the  action  was  taken.  Now  I  am  per¬ 
fectly  willing  to  take  other  action. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  is  absolutely  correct  in  the 
position  he  has  taken,  but  now  we  have 
the  facts  in  the  matter,  as  they  have 
been  so  clearly  stated  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Saltonstall]  and  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden]. 
I  very  much  hope  that  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  will 
be  agreed  to.  Payment  of  these  funds 
is  overdue,  and  they  should  be  paid.  I 
am  sure,  as  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  has  indicated,  that  had  these 
facts  been  before  the  committee,  he  and 
the  committee  would  not  have  taken  the 
position  they  did.  But  we  now  have  the 
facts. 

We  know  that  the  funds  are  due  and 
that  they  should  be  paid,  and  therefore 
that  the  Senate  should  adopt  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  [Mr.  Saltonstall]. 

i  The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


MILITARY  PROCUREMENT  INFOR¬ 
MATION  RELATING  TO  SMALL 
BUSINESS 

Mr\  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  at 
a  timeXwhen  the  question  of  how  wisely 
the  Department  of  Defense  uses  its  ap¬ 
propriations  to  promote  our  national 
security  lias  become  of  some  concern, 
and  at  a  time  when  the  adequacy  or  in¬ 
adequacy  of  the  military  budget  holds 
the  attention  of  the  Congress,  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  officials  and  of  every  thought¬ 
ful  citizen,  I  ipel  compelled  to  bring  to 
the  notice  of  tire  Senate  this  fact: 

The  Department  of  Defense,  syste-  * 
matically  and  byVorce  of  long  habit,  is 
throwing  away  taxpayers’  money  just  as 
effectively  as  though  the  actual  dollar 
bills  were  tossed  on  V  bonfire. 

This  waste  is  accomplished  by  the 
simple  expedient  of  avoiding  the  savings 
which  invariably  accruk  from  competi¬ 
tive  bidding  and  relyink  instead  upon 
giving  contracts  withoutVompetition  to . 
favored  companies  which,  as  sole  sources 
of  supply,  ask  and  receive  fop  their  prod¬ 
ucts  sold  to  the  DepartmentXof  Defense 
prices  which  bear  no  relationVo  reality. 

I  shall  illustrate  this  procurement  evil, 

Mr.  President,  with  facts  anm  figures 
furnished  me  as  chairman  of  thX  Small 
Business  Committee  by  the  Department 
of  the  Navy.  First,  however,  I  desire  to 
emphasize  that  pouring  good  mVney 
down  the  sole  source  drain  is  not  a  riew 
problem,  nor  will  the  information  I  pro¬ 
vide  today  come  as  a  shocking  surprise 
to  purchasing  officials  and  contracting 
officers  of  the  Department  of  DefenseX 
and  its  components.  \ 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
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Dint  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  a 
table\ntitled  “Sole  Source  Awards  Com¬ 


pared  with  Competitive  Awards,  1958, 
Ships  Parts  Control  Center,  Mechanics- 
burg,  Pa.” 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  tat 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 


‘Sole  source  awards  compared  with  competitive- awards,  1958,  ships  parts  control  center,  Mechanicsburg,  Pa. 

[A= Small  business.  B = Large  business] 


Stock  No. 


HS  2030-516-6462— 
HS  2030-516-G461 .  _ 
HE  5300-274-3093-  _ 
HM  2825-152-7027. 

NSI . 

NSI . 

NSI _ 

HM  4320-337-0738. 
HS  5950-047-6520. 

588-2997. 
645-3342. 
647-6518. 
647-6514. 
647-6590. 
HM  5950-647-6428. 
II F  4320-398-6260. 
HF  2010-036-3082. 
HF  2010-119-2655. 
HM  6105-218-4706. 
HM  2825-388-6847. 
HM  3120-216-9343. 
HF  5310-208-3332. 
HF  4730-582-3335. 

3386. 

HR  2010-389-7134. 
HF  5330-252-9214. 
HS  825-300-6259. 
HM  2815-343-2433. 

nF  2815-146-7513. 
HF  4310-216-7711. 
HF  4320-148-1430. 
HM  2825-388-1181. 
HS  6115-338-7400. 

HM  2010-399-3456. 
HM  5945-549-6934. 
HM  5945-549-6935. 
HM  5945-549-6936. 
H  2825-388-6904. 
HM  1075-383-8303. 
4820-393-4335. 

HF  5310-262-4386. 

H  4730-142-2691. 

Total . 


Nomenclature 


Bearing  sleeve. 

_ dcO 

Bolt  sloiHllerS- 
Gear  assembly. 
Carbon  pacKtag.. 

_ do. 

_ de¬ 
coupling  assemb 
Reactor. 

- do . 

_ do _ 

Ring  casino _ 

Thrust  bearing  shoe— 

_ do _ 

Bearing  sleeve _ 

Liner  assembly _ 

Bearing _ 

Nut,  t  lain  round _ 

Packing,  prefolm . 

_ do _ _ 

Bearing  shell _ 

Gasket _ 

Parformed  racking— 
Bushing  sleeve _ 

Shaft  drive _ 

Bearing  sleeve _ 

_ do _ _ 

Liner  assembly _ 

Bearing _ 

Bearing  thrust _ 

Relay  armature . 

Relay _ 

_ do . . . . . 

Guide  piston _ 

Shaft  lian-er _ 

Bushing  seat _ 

Washer,  flat _ 

Plug,  tube  repair . 


Previous 


Welin  Davit  &  Boat _ 

_ do _ .... 

Diamond  Power _ 

Westinghouse... . . 

General  Electric  Co _ 

- do _ _ _ 

_ do _ 

Worthington  Corp _ 

Federal  Telephone  &  Radio. 

.do _ v _ 

tdo _ A _ 

.do _ ." _ 

^do _ 

ButrSdo  Pump  Inc _ 

Kingsbury _ _ _ 

Allis-Chajrners _ 

Westinghouse. 

_ do _ 

Dravo  Corp 
Buckeye  Iron  \  Brass. 

_ do _ 

New  York  Shipbuilding 
Leslie  Co 

Worthington  Corp.. 
Cleveland  Diesel  (G' 

Sherwood  Brass  Works— Y 

Ingersoll-Rand _ A 

Buffalo  Pump  Inc... 

Westinghouse _ 

General  Electric  Co _ 

Dravo  Corp _ 

Signal  Transformer,  Inc _ 

.do _ _ _ _ 

.do. . . 

Vickers _ 

O.  G.  Kelly  Co _ 

Minnesota  Mining  &  Manu¬ 
facturing. 

Dravo  Corp _ 

B  abcock-Wilcox.  . 


Size 

of 

com¬ 

pany 


Present 


Mi1.  SPARKMAN.  At  my  request,  the 
committee  staff  has  added  to  this  table 
the  last  column,  headed  “savings.” 

As  long  ago  as  June  26,  1957,  I  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Senate  on  this  subject,  stat¬ 
ing  then  that  “the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  conducts  a  large  portion  of  it§ 
purchasing  activities  with  a  reckless  di 
regard  for  the  very  rudiments  of  sound 
purchasing  methods.  These  praotaces 
would  be  intolerable  in  the  wand  of 
business  for  the  simple  reason  Jmat  no 
business  could  be  conducted  a/ a  profit 
which  consistently  and  as  a/matter  of 
method  paid  outrageously  inflated  prices 
for  its  raw  materials,  its /supplies,  and 
its  equipment.  Yet  the  payment  of 
premium  prices,  over  and  above  a  rea¬ 
sonable  market  priceyis  a  common  cus¬ 
tom  of  the  Department  of  Defense.” 

The  only  evidenoe,  Mr.  President,  that 
has  come  to  my  intention  between  then 
and  now  that  /m is  serious  flaw  in  the 
purchasing  practices  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  ilas  received  the  attention 
it  deserveyreached  me  in  a  letter  dated 
Februarv/24,  from  Rear  Adm.  J.  W. 
Boundy/ Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Sup¬ 
plies  and  Accounts,  Department  of  the 
Navar  To  this  letter  was  attached  a 
list/ of  42  products  which,  during  the 
ypar  1958,  had  been  bought  for  the  first 


time  oA  a  competitive  bid  basisNas  op- 
posec/ to  noncompetitive  awards  th  sole 
soiurces  of  supply  the  previous  time  tWse 
safne  items  had  been  purchased  at  ctoe 
favy’s  Ships  Parts  Control  Center  at 
lechanicsburg,  Pa. 

The  summary  shows  that  during  1958. 
some  19  small  business  concerns  bid  for 
the  first  time  on  38  of  the  42  items  pur¬ 
chased  and  the  dollar  value  of  these 
successful  bids  was  $38,026.25.  Four 
large  concerns  bid  for  the  first  time  last 
year  on  four  items  with  a  value  of 
$1,182.90. 

The  total  paid  out  by  the  Navy  for 
these  items  was  therefore  $39,209.15. 

This  is  the  point:  Had  these  selfsame 
items  been  bought  in  the  same  quanti¬ 
ties  from  the  previous  sole  source  sup¬ 
pliers  on  a  noncompetitive  basis,  the 
cost  to  the  Navy  would  have  been 
$131,362.25. 

It  may  be  clearly  seen  that  simply  by 
opening  up  these  purchases  to  competi¬ 
tive  bidding,  the  Navy  in  this  one  series 
of  contract  actions  saved  $92,153.71. 

The  percentage  savings,  Mr.  President, 
averages  70  percent.  This  means,  based 
on  the  Navy’s  experience  at  its  Ships 
Parts  Control  Center,  that  for  thousands 
of  common-use  items  bought  at  military 
purchasing  installations  throughout  the 


Size 

of 

’com¬ 

pany 


Gatke  Corp _ 

_ do _ 

Control  Mechanisms _ 

Globe  Gear  Co _ 

Ckas.  E.  Chapin  Co _ 

_ do _ 

_ do _ 

Rubright  Machine  Co..— 

Airdesign  Corp _ _ 

_ do _ 

- do _ 

Atlantic  Transformer _ 

_ do _ 

_ do _ 

_ do _ _ _ 

August  Spindler  &  Sons... 

Merriman  Bros _ 

_ do _ _ _ 

Waukesha  Bearings  Corp. 

_ do _ 

_ do— . . . . 

Merriman  Bros _ 

Minnesota  Rubber  Co. 

_ do _ _ _ 

Pioneer  Motor  Bearing 

J  ohns-Man  ville _ „ 

Ckas.  E.  Chapin  Co 
Manistique  Tool /&  Manu¬ 
facturers. 

_ do _ 

True  Alloys,  I/tc.. 

Vargo  Manufacturing  Co.. 

Waukesha /fearing  Corp _ 

America rn^Tetal  Bearing  Co. 

of  Louisiana. 

Merrinian  Bros. 

Phillips  Control. 

V—.jno. 

tdo _ 

gftswcll,  Inc _ 

4T .  Kerner  Co. 

”  Mamstiquo  Tool  &  Manufac¬ 
ture 

American  Metal  Bearing  Co. 
of  Louisiana. 

Interstate \orging  &  Supplies. 


Previ¬ 

ous 

quan¬ 

tity 

Present 

quan¬ 

tity 

Previ¬ 

ous 

unit/ 

price 

/Present 
’  unit 
price 

Savings 

4 

6 

A,\S.  25 

$4. 05 

$85.20 

8 

10 

A  13.00 

2. 81 

101.90 

250 

25fy 

1.80 

1.15 

162.  50 

15 

277.  44 

27.  50 

14,  996.  40 

48 

As, 

82.00 

15.00 

3,  216.  00 

48 

/  « 

82.00 

17.  00 

3, 120. 00 

48 

/  48 

82. 00 

15.00 

3,  216.  00 

15 

/  30 

134. 05 

81.88 

1,  565. 10 

12 . 

'  38 

41.60 

8.12 

1,  272.  24 

1/ 

33 

74.  33 

13.  45 

2,  009. 04 

60 

29.60 

7.65 

1,317.00 

A>4 

65 

41.60 

6.83 

2,  260.  05 

/  6 

29 

69.50 

7.85 

1,  787.  85 

/  6 

24 

75.82 

7.90 

1,  630.  08 

/  45 

25 

14.60 

8.60 

150.00 

75 

275 

32.  00 

9.20 

6,  270.  00 

165 

100 

7.85 

3.59 

426. 00 

40 

520 

7.50 

3.74 

1,  955.  20 

4 

6 

425.  00 

189.  85 

1, 410.  90 

5 

5 

317.  20 

144.  85 

861.  75 

7 

7 

156.  00 

74.85 

568.  05 

90 

220 

3.95 

.72 

710.  60 

1,000 

1, 000 

2. 16 

.43 

1,  730.  00 

1, 000 

1,000 

2.00 

.47 

1,  530.  00 

4 

4 

1,  800.  00 

758.  68 

4, 165.  28 

250 

630 

3.65 

(C)  121.  15 

1,  536.  26 

20 

20 

15.85' 

10.00 

117.00 

10 

94 

109.  31 

17.20 

8, 658. 34 

275 

240 

8.  38 

7.10 

307.20 

60 

105 

30.  00 

2.  59 

2,  878. 05 

20 

42 

40.  65 

18.00 

951.30 

30 

26 

210.  60 

89.85 

3, 139.  50 

3 

3 

910. 45 

285.  41 

1, 875. 12 

30 

60 

84.70 

22.40 

3, 738. 00 

10 

31 

13.00 

6.70 

196.  30 

10 

15 

12.  00 

6.  24 

86.  40 

10 

15 

n.oo 

7.  89 

46.  65 

30 

45 

96.  20 

18.75 

3,  485.  25 

15 

20 

60.28 

24.  95 

70S.  60 

355 

280 

41.05 

21.60 

5,  446. 00 

1,070 

1, 070 

3.37 

1.09 

2, 439. 60 

40 

40 

2.75 

2.00 

30.00 

92, 153. 71 

country,  military  contracting  officers  are 
paying  $100,000  for  supplies  and  equip¬ 
ment  from  unnecessary  sole-source  sup¬ 
pliers  which,  under  competitive  bidding, 
could  probably  be  bought  for  $30,000. 
For  the  start  which  the  Navy  has 
lade  to  eradicate  unnecessary  and 
Costly  sole-source  buying,  as  evidenced 
bjNhese  data  from  the  Ships  Parts  Con- 
troDCenter  at  Mechanicsburg,  it  would 
seemVhat  the  Bureau  of  Supplies  and 
Accounts,  and  especially  Comdr.  O.  R. 
BlantonSf  the  Ships  Parts  Control  Cen¬ 
ter,  are  entitled  not  only  to  official  com¬ 
mendation, \but  also  to  the  grateful 
thanks  of  theSNation’s  taxpayers. 

It  is  edifying  Mr.  President,  to  ex¬ 
amine  a  few  of  the  specific  transactions 
reflected  in  this  table.  We  find,  for  in¬ 
stance,  that  as  a  sbte  source  the  Welin 
Davit  and  Boat  Co.  Received  $18.25  per 
unit  for  a  certain  type'of  bearing  sleeve, 
the  stock  number  of  which  is  listed  in 
the  table.  When  compeNjve  bids  were 
solicited  on  this  product  spr  tfie  first 
time  last  year,  the  Gatke  Cmro.,  of  Chi¬ 
cago,  supplied  the  Navy  withVhis  item 
for  $4.05  per  unit.  Here  the  saving  to 
the  taxpayer  amounted  to  77  percent. 

Again,  as  a  sole-source  suppliers  the 
Westinghouse  Corp.  was  paid  $277.44vper 
unit  for  a  gear  assembly  which,  under 
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competitive  bidding  for  the  first  time  in 
1958,  was  sold  to  the  Navy  by  the  Glove 
Gear  Co.  of  Royal  Oak,  Mich.,  for  $27.50 
per  unit.  Competition  here  resulted  in 
an  astonishing  9Q-percent  saving  to  the 
Government.  \ 

As  a  former  sole  supplier,  the  General 
Electric  Co.  sold  carbon  packing  to  the 
Navy  for  $82  per  unit.  Last  year,  the 
Navy  was  able  to  buy  this  carbon  pack¬ 
ing  from  the  Charles  E. 'Chapin  Co.,  of 
Hackensack,  N.J.,  for  $15 '^er  unit,  with 
<  the  taxpayers  again  benefiting  by  an  82- 
percent  saving.  \ 

The  Navy  bought  a  specific,  type  of 
coupling  assembly  from  the  Worthington 
Corp.,  as  an  alleged  only  source  of  sup¬ 
ply,  for  $134.05  per  unit.  When\this 
item  was  opened  up  to  competitive 
ding  in  1958,  the  Navy  was  able  to 
chase  the  same  coupling  assembly  fro 
the  Rubright  Machinery  Co.,  of  Balti¬ 
more,  for  $81.88  per  unit.  In  this  in¬ 
stance,  the  saving  to  the  Treasury 
amounted  to  39  percent. 

Last  year  the  Navy  bought  bearing 
sleeves  from  the  Waukesha  Bearing 
Corp.,  of  Waukesha,  Wis.,  on  a  competi¬ 
tive  basis  for  $189.85  per  unit.  Previous 
noncompetitive  awards  for  this  item  had 
gone  to  the  Allis-Chalmers  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Co.  at  a  unit  price  of  $425.  Thanks 
once  again  to  a  little  competition,  the 
net  saving  to  the  Government  on  this 
item  amounted  to  55  percent. 

As'  a  final  specific  example  of  the 
wanton  waste  which  the  taxpayers  of 
this  Nation  have  been  forced  to  shoulder 
because  of  the  predilection  of  military 
contracting  officers  to  rely  on  unneces¬ 
sary  sole  sources  as  a  means  of  handing 
out  military  contracts,  I  refer  again  to 
a  purchase  action  by  the  Ships  Parts 
Control  Center  for  bearing  sleeves  dur¬ 
ing  1958.  These  were  bought  from  True 
Alloys,  Inc.,  on  a  competitive  basis  for 
$2.50  per  unit.  Prior  to  the  presence  of 
True  Alloys,  Inc.,  as  a  competitive  factor 
in  this  particular  procurement  picture, 
the  Navy  had  paid  the  Ingersoll-Rand 
Co.  an  even  $30  per  bearing  sleeve.  This, 
Mr.  President,  would  amount  to  a  91- 
percent  premium. 

So  far,  the  specific  examples  I  have 
cited  have  shown  what  happens  to  prices 
when  the  procurement  doors  of  the  mili¬ 
tary  purchasing  installations  are  opene 
to  competition  from  small  business  cob£ 
cerns.  An  examination  of  the  list  fcom 
which  these  examples  have  been  tarcen, 
however,  will  reveal  that  whereas  the 
greater  share  of  the  savings  Resulted 
from  small  business  competition,  there 
are  instances  where  a  larger  company 
has  underbid  a  small  company  and 
where  one  small  company  has  offered 
prices  lower  than  those pf  a  competing 
small  concern. 

The  point  is,  Mr.  Bfesident,  that  it  is 
competition  and  competition  alone,  re¬ 
gardless  of  the  size  of  the  selling  com¬ 
panies,  which  is  essential  if  our  military 
officials  want  m  avoid  having  to  pay 
two  and  threpr  times  what  a  product  is 
worth. 

Every  y/ar  the  top  supply  and  lo¬ 
gistics  personnel  of  the  Department  of 
Defensarand  its  components  come  before 
the  Subcommittee  on  Government  Pro¬ 
curement  of  the  Senate  Small  Business 
Committee  and  proclaim  the  loftiest  of 
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intentions  to  bring  new  sources  of  small 
business  supply  into  the  mlitary  procure¬ 
ment  system.  So  far,  however,  the  only 
concrete  evidence  that  any  organized  ef¬ 
fort  in  this  direction  is  being  made  has 
come  to  us  from  the  Navy’s  Ships  Parts 
Control  Center. 

There  are,  I  believe,  between  500  and 
600  Department  of  Defense  offices 
throughout  the  country  which  conduct 
purchasing  activities.  Our  minds  must 
shrink  from  contemplating  how  many 
millions  upon  millions  of  dollars  the  of¬ 
ficials  of  these  hundreds  of  installations 
have  squandered  throughout  the  years 
because  of  their  lack  of  success  in  find¬ 
ing  new  sources  of  supply  to  compete 
with  unnecessary  single  source  produc¬ 
ers.  We  have  seen  how  just  one  such 
office  saved  70  percent  on  the  cost  of 
42  common-use  items  through  competi¬ 
tion.  It  seems  proper  to  inquire  to  what 
extent  the  Department  of  Defense  is  to- 
y  continuing  to  pay  $100,000  for  prod¬ 
ucts  which  through  competition  could  be 
bought  for  $30,000?  Commonsense  dic- 
tatesvthat  this  sole  source  giveaway  be 
brought  to  a  halt. 

HereVs  a  situation,  if  I  ever  saw  one,, 
Mr.  President,  that  cries  out  for  manage/ 
ment  control  at  the  highest  level.  One 
cannot  expect  a  busy  Secretary  of  /De¬ 
fense  to  be  intimately  aware  of  every¬ 
thing  that  goes  on  in  every  one/of  his 
Department’s  falfflung  purchasing  offices. 
Yet  the  reputatiok  of  Secretary  McElroy 
for  business  acumen  is  sujm  that  we 
know  without  havink  to  be/told  what  he 
would  have  done  as  pkesi/ent  of  Procter 
&  Gamble  had  he  foung/one  of  his  com¬ 
pany’s  purchasing  agents  consistently 
paying  a  premium  to'cmeNsupplier  when 
he  could  have  made  the  same  purchase 
at  a  70-percent  sa/ing  from  another  sup¬ 
plier.  A  competitive  purchasing  system 
would  have  been  installed  imnmdiately 
and  negligenVpersonnel  would  have  been 
fired  or  replaced.  Similar  corrective 
changes  should  take  place  in  the\De- 
partmenz of  Defense. 

I  am/writing  to  Secretary  McElroy  fb 
the  njlrpose  of  calling  this  procurement 
problem  to  his  attention.  In  the  last 
analysis,  the  only  way  to  lick  this  prob- 
is  for  the  Department  of  Defense  to 
ttack  it  with  all  possible  vigor.  It  may 
be  that  the  Secretary  will  want  to  send 
instructions  to  every  purchasing  official 
of  the  Department,  requiring  a  written 
justification  for  every  sole  source  pur¬ 
chase  when  there  is  any  reason  whatever 
to  believe  that  additional  sources  for  the 
product  may  be  available. 

This  is  a  matter  which  should  be  of 
vital  concern  to  every  Member  who  wants 
to  see  the  Government  run  on  a  business¬ 
like  basis.  Such  wasteful  practices  as  I 
have  described  today  and  documented 
should  also  be  of  particular  interest  to 
the  members  of  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  and  the  Armed  Services  Commit¬ 
tee.  Needless  to  say,  this  problem  is  of 
the  greatest  concern  to  the  members  of 
the  Small  Business  Committee,  all  of 
whom  realize  that  year  by  year  the  share 
of  small  firms  in  military  procurement 
has  dwindled  from  a  high  of  25  percent 
in  fiscal  year  1954  to  17  percent  in  fiscal 
year  1958.  In  the  first  quarter  of  fiscal 
1959  there  was  a  further  decrease  to  16.6 
percent. 


This  downward  trend  of  small  business, 
participation  in  military  purchases  cat 
be  reversed,  provided  the  Department/ft 
Defense  bestirs  itself.  One  way  woulp  be 
to  increase  the  share  of  small  firms  in 
research  and  development  co/tracts 
which  is  currently  running  at  ab/ut  3  per 
cent  of  the  total  spent  for  suclVpurposes. 
A  second  way  to  make  it  possible  for 
small  concerns  to  bid  on  inilitary  con¬ 
tracts  would  be  to  providyspecifications, 
drawings,  and  engineering  data  for  a 
long  list  of  products  which  are  now  sold 
to  the  Department  by  sole  sources  be¬ 
cause  the  information  on  which  other 
potential  supplierj/might  submit  is  lack¬ 
ing. 

Yet  a  third  /ray  to  broaden  the  base 
of  military  procurement  would  be  for  the 
Army,  UavY,  and  Air  Force  to  place 
greater  emphasis  on  the  Small  Business 
Administration’s  set-aside  program, 
which  lias  a  great  unrealized  potential. 

It  is  my  intention,  Mr.  President,  to 
offeV an  amendment  to  the  Department 
of/Defense  appropriation  bill  for  fiscal 
jar  1960  when  it  comes  before  the  Sen- 
ite.  My  amendment  will  propose  that 
of  the  estimated  $20,200  million  to  be 
made  available  to  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  during  fiscal  year  1960  for  supplies 
and  services  to  be  procured  in  the  United 
States  and  its  Territories,  not  less  than 
$4,040  million  of  that  amount  shall  be 
expended  for  supplies  and  services  with 
qualified  small  business  concerns.  This 
is  a  modest  goal.  To  reach  it  will  only 
require  the  additional  expenditure  of  ap¬ 
proximately  $311  million  more  with 
small  firms  than  the  dollar  value  of  the 
contracts  such  firms  obtained  in  fiscal 
year  1958,  which  was  $3,729,018,000. 

In  conclusion,  I  want  to  make  this  ob¬ 
servation:  In  my  years  of  experience  as 
chairman  of  the  Small  Business  Commit¬ 
tee  I  have  yet  to  encounter  any  military 
procurements  wherein  a  newly  intro¬ 
duced  element  of  competition  did  not  re¬ 
sult  in  the  Government’s  being  able  to 
buy  the  products  involved  at  a  lower 
price  than  formerly.  For  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  to  continue  to  pay  non- 
vompetitive  sole  source  suppliers  of  com- 
m  use  items  premiums  ranging  as  high 
as  V)  percent  on  items  obtainable  else¬ 
where  is  not  only  fiscal  madness,  it  is  an 
utter  abrogation  by  the  military  of  its 
moral  duty  not  to  squander  public  funds. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
appreciative  of  the  fact  that  I  am  given 
the  opportunity  to  follow  the  distin¬ 
guished  chaiWan  of  the  Select  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Smah  Business.  The  subject 
which  he  has  brought  to  the  attention 
of  the  Senate  is  ak  important  one,  and  I 
emphasize  what  heNhas  so  well  said,  that 
at  the  present  time  small  business  is  not 
receiving  its  proportionate  share  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  contracts. 

Mr.  President,  although  the  Congress 
has  often  set  forth  its  desire  with  respect 
to  awarding  the  small-business  concerns, 
a  fair  proportion  of  the  appropriated 
dollar  for  supplies  and  services  in  the 
continental  United  States,  the 'Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  records  of  awarak  going 
to  small  business  as  prime  contractors 
has  propressively  decreased  year  after 
year  at  an  alarming  rate:  Fiscal  lff54, 
25.3  percent  of  $11,448  million;  fiscal 
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355,  20.5  percent  of  $14,930  million; 
fiscal  1956,  19.6  percent  of  $17,750  mil¬ 
lion;  fiscal  1957,  16.6  percent  of  $19,133 
minion;  fiscal  1958,  17.1  percent,  of 
$21,827  million;  first  half  of  1959,  13.3 
percent  of  $10,050  million. 

The  small  business  firms  should  at  least 
get  2oV>ercent  of  the  appropriated  dollars 
for  fisaal  1959  and  1960  and  we  in  Con¬ 
gress  should  insist  that  this  be  done. 
This  coaid  mean  only  an  increase  of  ap¬ 
proximately  $300  million  on  what  they 
receive  in  fiscal  1958.  There  are  many 
ways  to  cto  this.  For  instance,  in  fiscal 
1958  them  were  $508,732,000  in  awards 
on  which  small  concerns  could  not  bid 
because  of  proprietary  controls  or  stand¬ 
ardized  specifications.  In  fiscal  1958 
there  were  awards  made  amounting  to 
$13,971,326,008  which  had  no  known 
small  businessjsources.  Efforts  should  be 
made  by  the  Department  of  Defense  to 
find  more  sources. 

There  shouldX  be  more  procurement 
made  on  an  advertised  competitive  basis. 
During  the  past  a  years  only  15  percent 
of  the  total  dollars  awarded  have  been 
advertised.  Some  \  85  percent  of  the 
awards  made  were  Without  competition 
and  one  reason  why  small  business  is  not 
receiving  a  fair  shar^of  the  Government 
business. 

The  net  awards  to  Yhe  first  100  large 
companies  amounted  ftp  74.2  percent  of 
the  dollars  spent  in  Xthe  continental 
United  States;  25  of  these  100  companies 
received  57.5  percent  of  tine  dollars  spent. 
These  awards  were  largely  made  under 
what  is  known  as  the  “Weapons  System 
Concept”  of  procurementXand  there  is 
some  question  as  to  whether  this  system 
when  used  is  in  the  best  interest  of  the 
Government  and  the  sm^Ll  business 
community. 

In  fiscal  1958  there  were  $835,422,000 
awards  made  in  which  small  business 
could  not  participate  because  it  could  not 
meet  quantitative  or  delivery  yrequire- 
ments.  The  requirements  should  be 
broken  down  into  smaller  quantifies  and 
delivery  dates  extended  to  allov\  small 
business  to  participate. 

Mr.  President,  it  was  my  privilege,  a 
few  days  ago,  to  chair  the  Subcommittee 
on  Government  Procurement  and  iXwas 
surprised  and  worried  by  the  docu¬ 
mented  statements  by  small-business 
men  as  to  the  unfair  conditions  faAd 
in  an  effort  to  secure  and  process  Gov¬ 
ernment  contracts, 

SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPRO¬ 
PRIATIONS,  1959 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.R.  5916),  making  supple¬ 
mental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1959,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  offer 
the  amendment  which  I  send  to  the  desk 
and  ask  to  have  it  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  15, 
line  6,  after  the  word  “facilities”,  it  is 
proposed  to  insert  :  **;  no  part  of  this 
appropriation  shall  be  available  for  the 
purchase  of  science,  mathematics,  and 
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modem  language  teaching  facilities, 
which  are  sold,  manufactured,  or  other¬ 
wise  identified  as  originating  in  Commu¬ 
nist  or  Communist-dominated  coun¬ 
tries.” 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
offered  an  amendment  proposing  limita¬ 
tion  of  expenditure  of  part  of  the  appro¬ 
priation  provided  for  defense  educa¬ 
tional  activities  in  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  appro¬ 
priation  in  this  so-called  second  supple¬ 
mental  Appropriations  bill,  H.R.  5916. 

Mr.  President,  I  recently,  on  March  12, 
brought  to  the  attention  of  this  body  the 
Soviet  invasion  of  the  American  market 
with  various  scientific  and  laboratory 
equipment  for  use  in  American  second¬ 
ary  schools  and  colleges.  We  have  now 
for  some  time  been  aware  of  the  declared 
Soviet  economic  offensive  against  us. 
We  would,  indeed,  have  to  be  very  sound 
asleep  not  to  be  aware  of  it  because  the 
Soviets  themselves  have  told  us  in  no 
uncertain  terms  and  they  have  suited 
their  actions  to  their  words.  I  pointed 
out  on  March  12  the  Soviet  techniques 
concentrating  on  different  phases  of  free 
world  economy.  By  selective  dumping 
and  underselling  tactics,  industries  could 
be  destroyed  one  by  one. 

Mr.  President,  important  as  is  the 
aspect  of  piecemeal  economic  destruc¬ 
tion,  there  is  in  their  latest  incursion 
into  the  field  of  scientific  laboratory 
equipment  a  far  greater  significance. 
Cold  war  and  economic  war  offensives 
are  only  a  part  of  what  is  the  overall 
struggle  for  the  minds  of  men.  The 
flooding  of  our  secondary  schools  and 
colleges  with  Soviet  scientific  equipment 
is  a  direct  frontal  assault  in  that  never- 
ending  struggle. 

The  youth  of  America  is  daily  treated 
to  stories  of  Soviet  scientific  superiority. 
Hardly  a  day  passes  but  what  someone 
is  hailing  some  new  Soviet  achievement. 
Much  of  this  is  propaganda,  witting  or 
unwitting,  but  nevertheless  it  does  have 
its  impact.  What  effect,  Mr.  President, 
do  you  think  it  will  have  on  the  young 
people  entering  upon  careers  in  the  field 
of  science,  after  reading  those  stories  to 
find  that  indeed  in  the  pursuit  of, their 
studies,  they  are  using  Soviet-made  sci¬ 
entific  demonstration  apparatus?  To 
my  mind,  it  would  merely  confirm  to 
them  the  propaganda  stories  to  which 
they  have  been  subjected.  Certainly  in 
the  expenditure  of  Federal  public  funds, 
expressly  earmarked  for  the  purchase  of 
such  equipment,  the  least  we  can  do,  as 
prudent  legislators,  is  to  try  to  safe¬ 
guard  the  use  of  those  funds  so  that  we 
are  not  in  any  way  aiding  the  Soviet  ef¬ 
fort  for  world  domination. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GORE.  Has  the  administration 
taken  a  position  on  this  subject? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  do  not  think  it  has. 
At  least  I  am  not  aware  of  it. 

Mr.  GORE.  Is  the  Senator  proposing, 
on  the  one  hand,  that  Congress  appro¬ 
priate  money  to  give  aid  to  the  States  in 
developing  a  program  of  scientific  edu¬ 
cation,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  telling 
the  States,  “You  must  not  spend  this 
money  in  the  most  economical  way;  you 
must  spend  the  money  to  ‘buy  Ameri¬ 


can’;  you  must  not  buy  these  products 
from  a  foreign  country;  you  must  use 
•  the  money  to  buy  American  equipment”? 
Is  this  not  an  innovation  in  the  Federal- 
State  relationship  in  the  field  of  aid  to 
education? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  In  answer  to  my  very 
able  and  distinguished  colleague  from 
Tennessee,  I  will  say  I  am  not  attempt¬ 
ing  to  stop  the  use  of  scientific  equip¬ 
ment  purchased  from  various  countries 
of  the  world,  and  used  in  teaching  in  the 
laboratories  and  schools.  I  am  trying  to 
stop  the  use  of  Federal  funds  for  the 
purchase  of  such  equipment  from  the 
Soviet  Union  or  other  Communist  coun¬ 
tries.  These  countries  are  attempting  to 
dump  this  material  into  our  schools.  All 
of  it  is  marked,  “Made  in  Russia,”  and 
has  the  Communist  imprint  on  it.  The 
amendment  provides:  “which  are  sold, 
manufactured,  or  otherwise  identified  as 
originating  in  Communist  or  Commu¬ 
nist-dominated  countries.”  That  to  me 
clearly  states,  as  was  my  intention,  the 
prohibition  against  the  purchase  of 
identifiable  items. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Certainly. 

Mr.  GORE.  How  is  the  superintend¬ 
ent  of  education  in  a  county  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  for  example,  to  know  whether  a 
stirring  rod  or  glass  tube  or  a  mixing  pot 
has  been  made  behind  the  Iron  Curtain, 
or  whether  it  has  not  been  made  behind 
the  Ix-on  Curtain?  Is  not  the  Senator 
proposing  an  unworkable  amendment? 
Is  not  the  Senator  proposing  an  innova¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal-State  relationship  in 
this  field? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  do  not  know  that  I 
am  proposing  an  innovation  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral-State  relationship;  we  certainly 
make  drastic  wage  stipulations  in  Fed¬ 
eral  funds  to  States  for  road  building. 
I  am  doing  a  very  practical  thing  in  try¬ 
ing  to  shut  off  the  use  in  our  schools,  in 
which  boys  and  girls  at  a  very  impres¬ 
sionable  age  attend  classes,  of  equipment 
which  is  being  dumped  into  this  country 
by  Russia  and  which  is  marked  as  So¬ 
viet-produced  products.  It  would  not  be 
surprising  if  the  students  gathered  the 
idea  that  we  in  this  countiy  are  unable 
to  make  the  equipment  or  that  the  So¬ 
viets  make  it  better. 

Mr.  GORE.  The  Senator’s  amend¬ 
ment  is  not  confined  to  artices  which 
are  marked.  I  wonder  how  a  child  in 
a  chemistry  class  could  be  impressed  by 
a  glass  tube,  whether  it  was  made  in 
Czechoslovakia  or  Germany  or  Tennes¬ 
see.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  a  bit  far¬ 
fetched  to  suggest  that  our  children  will 
be  subverted  by  the  use  of  a  test  tube  ox- 
mixing  pot  or  stirring  rod  or,  perchance, 
a  microscope,  manufactured  in  Czecho¬ 
slovakia  or  Poland. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  am  sure  that  the 
boys  and  girls  in  New  Hampshire  schools 
would  prefer  to  use  a  microscope  made 
in  Tennessee  rather  than  one  made  in 
Russia. 

Mr.  GORE.  That  is  not  the  question. 
Congress  is  appropriating  money  in  the 
bill  now  before  the  Senate  to  aid  States 
in  the  development  of  a  science  educa¬ 
tion  program.  Yet  the  Senator  pro¬ 
poses  to  place  an  impossible  task  on  the 
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shoulders  of  the  administrator  of  the 
program  in  a  county  of  Tennessee  or 
Alabama,  by  telling  him  he  must  not 
spend  the  money  in  buying  equipment 
until  he  can  ascertain  that  it  positively 
was  not  manufactured  in  Poland  or 
Czechoslovakia  or  the  Soviet  Union. 

At  one  time  I  was  the  county  superin¬ 
tendent  of  education  in  a  county  of  Ten¬ 
nessee.  I  know  what  limited  facilities 
the  superintendent  has.  How  could  the 
superintendent  of  Smith  County  in  Ten¬ 
nessee  determine  whether  a  glass  tube 
was  made  in  Czechoslovakia  or  anywhere 
else? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  Senator  from 
Tenessee,  like  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire,  taught  school.  I  taught  a 
class  in  science  in  secondary  schools. 
Therefore,  I  am  familiar  with  the  prob¬ 
lem.  I  say  that  this  type  of  equipment 
is  being  dumped  into  this  country  with 
the  intended  result  of  its  being  used  by 
schools.  I  have  already  spoken  to  the 
point  about  identifiability. 

Mr.  GORE.  Does  the  Senator  really 
believe  that  the  children  of  our  schools 
are  going  to  be  stirred  into  unpatriotic 
zeal  by  the  use  of  some  little  piece  of 
equipment  which  has  not  been  made  in 
America? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  am  not  objecting  to 
the  fact  that  it  has  not  been  made  in 
America.  I  am  objecting  to  Soviet 
Union  propaganda  and  I  have  already 
remarked  on  its  probable  effect. 

Mr.  GORE.  The  Senator’s  amend¬ 
ment  is  broader  than  that.  It  covers 
material  manufactured  outside  the 
Soviet  Union.  How  is  the  administrator 
of  a  county  program  to  determine 
whether  a  piece  of  equipment  is  made 
in  a  foreign  country?  Would  the  Sen¬ 
ator  read  his  amendment  again? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  After  the  word  “fa¬ 
cilities,”  on  page  15,  line  6,  I  proposed 
to  insert  a  semicolon  and  then  add :  “No 
part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  the  purchase  of  science,  mathe¬ 
matics,  and  modern  language  teaching 
facilities  which  are  sold,  manufactured, 
or  otherwise  identified  as  originating  in 
Communist  or  Communist-dominated 
countries.” 

Mr.  GORE.  So  it  is  not  confined  to 
the  Soviet  Union. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  amendment 
states  Communist  or  Communist  domi¬ 
nated  countries.  As  I  have  repeated  the 
matter  of  identification  is  clear. 

Mr.  GORE.  Oh,  no.  I  beg  the  Sena¬ 
tor’s  pardon.  It  says:  “teaching  facili¬ 
ties  which  are  sold,  manufactured,  or 
otherwise  identified.”  It  is  not  neces¬ 
sary  that  they  be  so  identified. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Furthermore,  the 
customs  laws  require  that  the  articles  be 
appropriately  stamped  as  to  country  of 
origin. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
sure  the  interpretation  of  the  language 
is  that  the  articles  would  be  identified 
iu  some  manner.  I  know  that  there  is 
quite  a  flood  of  this  material  coming  into 
our  country  from  the  Soviet  Union.  I 
support  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire.  I  believe  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  is  vital  in  the  context  of  our 


life-and-death  cold  war  struggle  with 
the  Soviet  Union. 

It  is  important,  in  considering  this 
problem,  to  differentiate  between  good 
faith  commerce  among  the  nations  of 
the  world  and  the  blatant  attempts  by 
the  Soviet  bloc  to  use  international 
trade  as  a  political  and  propaganda  tool. 

While  I  strongly  endorse  our  State 
Department’s  efforts  to  expand  peaceful 
trade  with  the  world,  including  the 
Soviet  Union,  I  believe  we  would  be  dere¬ 
lict  in  our  duty  if  we  permitted  the  use 
of  public  funds  to  abet  the  economic 
cold  war  designs  of  the  Russians. 

We  can  and  must  draw  the  distinction 
between  legitimate  foreign  trade  and 
commerce  planned  as  a  weapon  in  eco¬ 
nomic  warfare.  The  scheme  of  the  So¬ 
viets  to  flood  the  American  market  with 
low-priced,  high-quality  scientific  equip¬ 
ment  is  similar  in  some  respects  to  their 
previous  efforts  to  drop  the  world  price 
of  aluminum,  and  thus  upset  the  market 
in  that  commodity.  There  appears  to 
be  a  good  deal  of  truth  in  the  allegation 
that  these  Soviet  moves  are  merely  in- 
vidual  steps  in  a  Soviet  master  plan  to 
“discombobulate”  one  American  market 
after  another. 

The  fact  that  this  Soviet  scientific 
equipment  can  be  sold  in  this  country 
for  anywhere  from  one-half  to  one- 
fifth  the  cost  of  products  made  in  the 
United  States  indicates  that  the  Soviets 
have  priced  their  goods  to  be  used  for 
political  and  propaganda  purposes. 
They  seek  by  this  move  to  make  a  two¬ 
pronged  attack  on  America  by  the  sale 
of  these  products. 

First,  they  can  undermine  an  im¬ 
portant  industry  which  cannot  possibly 
turn  out  quality  goods  at  the  low  prices 
at  which  the  Russians  are  producing 
them.  Many  outstanding  firms  in  the 
State  of  New  York  could  be  undermined, 
both  directly  and  indirectly,  by  massive 
imports  of  microscopes,  electronic  equip¬ 
ment,  projectors,  and  other  scientific  ap¬ 
paratus.  Some  of  this  material  is  al¬ 
ready  coming  into  the  United  States  and 
is  going  into  our  schools  directly  from 
the  Soviet  Union. 

The  second  objective  is  that  the  Rus¬ 
sians  hope  to  create  indelible  impres¬ 
sions  on  the  minds  of  the  young  Amer¬ 
ican  scholars  who  would  use  this  equip¬ 
ment  in  their  schoolwork.  It  is  compli¬ 
cated,  well-designed  equipment;  it  is  not 
merely  test  tubes  or  something  of  that 
kind.  With  their  aim  to  shake  Amer¬ 
ica’s  confidence  through  Russian  scien¬ 
tific  achievements,  they  hope  to  solidify 
their  grasp  on  youthful  American  minds 
by  impressing  them  with  the  scientific 
equipment  used  in  the  classrooms. 

The  total  U.S.  market  for  school 
laboratory  equipment  has  been  re¬ 
liably  estimated  to  be  about  $6  million 
a  year.  But  the  total  sales  potential, 
when  the  National  Defense  Education 
Act — which  is  what  we  are  talking 
about — goes  into  effect,  with  its  pro¬ 
vision  for  the  purchase  of  scientific 
equipment  by  schools  and  junior  col¬ 
leges,  cannot  be  calculated.  It  may  at 
least  double  the  present  market. 

I,  for  one,  do  not  propose  to  let  this 
increased  market  be  gobbled  up  by  Com¬ 
munist  manufacturers  selling  goods  to 
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be  purchased  by  funds  supplied  by  Amer¬ 
ican  taxpayers.  This  amendment  should 
be  adopted.  It  strikes  me  that  the 
wording  of  the  amendment  is  ap¬ 
propriate.  The  objective  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  is  to  combat  Soviet  tactics 
which  are  designed  primarily  to  promote 
Russian  political  interests,  to  undermine 
American  industries,  and  to  influence 
young  Americans. 

The  Soviet  economic  challenge  cannot 
be  measured — nor  should  we  try  to  meet 
it — on  the  same  terms  as  the  business 
competition  of  our  friends  around  the 
world.  Let  us  never  forget  the  ultimate 
objective  of  the  Soviets.  Right  now 
they  are  concentrating  on  economic  in¬ 
filtration.  Although  Soviet  scientific 
equipment  represents  merely  one  aspect 
of  this  overall  endeavor,  it  is  a  particu¬ 
larly  disturbing  endeavor. 

I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  over¬ 
whelmingly  adopted,  even  with  such 
modification  as  may  be  needed.  The 
fears  of  the  distinguished  junior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Tennessee  about  the  identifica¬ 
tion  of  such  products  are  not  well 
founded.  The  wording  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  means  that  the  product  must  be 
identified  in  some  manner. 

It  seems  to  me  that  we  must  show  the 
world  that  we  intend  to  fight,  tooth  and 
nail,  this  Communist  economic  cold  war 
offensive.  That  is  the  objective  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  JAVTTS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield  to  the  senior 
Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  I  think  I  understand 
the  purpose  of  the  amendment.  I  am 
concerned  about  the  effect  which  the 
Russian  scientific  products  are  having 
upon  our  national  security.  Therefore, 
I  make  two  suggestions  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire:  First,  perhaps 
the  point  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  could  be  dealt  with  in  the 
amendment  by  requiring  a  specific  mark 
of  identification  on  the  product.  Sec¬ 
ond,  and  I  think  equally  important,  it  is 
necessary,  I  believe,  to  make  an  excep¬ 
tion  for  products  used  for  demonstra¬ 
tion  and  comparison.  I  do  not  think 
anyone  would  want  us  to  be  blind,  even 
in  the  schools,  to  what  the  Russians  are 
doing.  I  do  not  think  that  is  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  because  he  has  had  too  much  ex¬ 
perience  in  this  field. 

So  merely  by  way  of  suggestion,  I  com¬ 
mend  these  two  thoughts  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire,  so  that  the 
amendment  may  be  whipped  into  shape. 

Also,  the  Senator  perhaps  may  wish 
to  address  himself  to  the  national  secu¬ 
rity  implications.  If  all  we  were  dealing 
with  was  dumping,  we  would  have  to  deal 
with  residual  oil,  aluminum,  antimony, 
manganese,  and  tin,  some  of  which  the 
Russians  have  already  dumped,  and  oth¬ 
ers  of  which  they  have  the  capability  of 
dumping. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  New  York. 
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Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  have  received 
a  number  of  complaints  concerning  the 
subject  of  which  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  has  spoken.  One  was  from 
a  very  large  firm  in  Massachusetts, 
American  Optical  Co.;  others  were  from 
smaller  firms,  Kirkland  Instrument  Co. 
and  Cambosco  Scientific  Co.,  with  which 
I  am  not  so  familiar.  I  have  taken  up 
these  complaints  with  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfai-e. 

Secretai'y  Flemming  has  written  that 
fi’om  the  point  of  view  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  the  objection  is  that  such  action 
as  is  contemplated  under  the  proposed 
amendment  may  be  considered  Federal 
interference  with  the  local  schools.  But 
that  can  be  balanced  against  the  dump¬ 
ing  by  the  Russian  Government  of  scien¬ 
tific  material,  not  only  for  school  pur¬ 
poses,  at  such  a  low  price  that,  even  if 
the  full  tai-iff  is  imposed,  the  price  is  still 
as  I  understand,  less  than  50  percent  of 
the  price  for  which  the  American  Optical 
Co.  can  produce  and  sell  similar  goods. 

It  seems  to  me  that  wre  should  give 
consideration  to  that  aspect  of  the  mat¬ 
ter  balanced  against  the  aspect  of  pos¬ 
sible  Federal  interference  with  local 
schools 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  First,  has  the  De- 
pai'tment  of  Commerce  had  an  opportu¬ 
nity  to  consider  the  amendment? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  So  far  as  I  know,  it 
has  not. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Have  any  hearings 
been  held  on  the  amendment? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  So  far  as  I  know,  no 
heai’ings  have  been  held. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Does  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  know  how  large 
the  imports  of  this  material  have  been? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  know  that  samples 
of  his  equipment  have  been  exhibited 
and  I  am  X'eliably  informed  that  orders 
may  now  be  placed  in  sizable  quantity.  I 
am  not  prepared  to  give  a  complete  item¬ 
ization. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Are  the  imports 
substantial  in  quantity? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  do  not  know  if  they 
have  been  up  to  the  moment.  I  hope  not. 
I  am  trying  to  stop  them.  Various  arti¬ 
cles  concerning  this  problem  published  in 
outstanding  national  magazines,  have 
been  called  to  my  attention;  and  there 
have  been  other  instances  in  which  I 
have  been  infoi'med  personally  and  di¬ 
rectly  of  such  occurrences. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Does  not  the 
Senator  believe  that  this  is  a  subject 
which  comes  within  the  purview  of  the 
Battle  Act  and  the  regulations  which 
have  been  promulgated  thereunder,  in 
connection  with  our  allies,  in  the  attempt 
to  control  East-West  trade? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  believe  that  is  a 
part  of  the  general  theory  of  the  act  but 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  Battle  Act 
would  specifically  cover  this. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Is  this  not  a  field 
in  which  not  only  the  United  States  has 


an  interest,  but  in  which  our  allies  also 
have  an  interest? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  do  not  know  that 
our  allies  would  have  a  particular  in¬ 
terest  in  school  equipment  being  dumped 
into  this  country. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  The  Senator  may 
remember  that  last  summer  a  question 
was  raised  about  the  dumping  of  alu- 
mium.  It  was  not  dumped  specifically 
into  this  counti-y;  I  think  it  was  dumped 
into  the  London  market.  Also,  a  large 
quantity  of  benezene  was  sold  to  the  Dow 
Chemical  Co.  That  matter  was  taken  up 
with  the  Department  of  Commerce, 
which  is  now  considering  it.  But  it 
strikes  me  that  this  is  not  a  very  orderly 
way  in  which  to  legislate  in  this  field.  I 
myself  think  there  must  be  adopted 
some  new  policy  whereby  we  and  our 
allies  will  coordinate  our  efforts  to  meet 
the  type  of  action  which  was  encoun¬ 
tered  in  the  case  of  aluminum,  tin,  and 
lead. 

I  think  this  approach,  without  hear¬ 
ings  having  been  held  to  determine  where 
we  are  going  and  what  we  are  doing,  in 
subject  to  the  criticism  of  shooting  in  the 
dai’k  at  something  which  we  think 
threatens  us. 

I  do  not  believe  this  matter  has  been 
sufficiently  prepared  for  the  Senate  to 
pass  upon  it  very  intelligently.  I  do  not 
believe  it  is  an  isolated  case.  I  think  it  is 
a  part  of  the  overall  policy  of  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  the  free  world  economy  against 
what  we  call  dumping.  I  am  not  sure 
whether  it  is  dumping. 

A  few  days  ago  I  had  a  conversation 
with  one  of  the  visiting  members  of  the 
Intel-national  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
many  of  whom  were  in  Washington  last 
week.  He  had' recently  been  in  Poland. 
I  asked  him  about  his  experiences  there. 
He  was  associated  with  the  Imperial 
Chemical  Co.,  and  he  went  to  Poland  to 
visit  their  chemical  plant  there.  He 
threw  entirely  new  light  on  the  question. 
He  said,  “I  do  not  know  whether  they 
are  dumping  or  not.  In  my  opinion, 
they  do  not  know  what  their  costs  are. 
Their  plant  is  very  well  equipped,  but  in 
their  system  of  economy  they  have  de¬ 
veloped  no  method  of  determining  their 
costs.” 

He  said  that  actually  these  people 
were  vei-y  eager  to  discuss  ways  and 
means  of  discovering  what  their  costs 
ai-e;  and  he  said,  ‘‘I  don’t  know  for  sure 
whether  they  are  deliberately  dumping 
these  materials,  or  whether  they  don’t 
know,  and  just  have  some  on  hand  at  a 
particular  time,  and  sell  them  for  what¬ 
ever  they  think  they  will  bring.” 

It  seems  to  me  that  in  this  case  the 
Senator  has  l-aised,  in  connection  with 
an  appropx-iation  bill,  a  matter  which  is 
vei-y  sei-ious  and  should  be  considered  by 
the  appropriate  legislative  committees 
as  a  part  of  an  effort  to  find  a  solu¬ 
tion  to  the  overall  pi-oblem  of  what  the 
free  world  is  to  do  in  regard  to,  let  us 
say,  a  i-aid  by  a  state  trading  company. 
I  am  not  unsympathetic  with  the  objec¬ 
tives.  But  I  do  not  like  to  accept  to  an 
appropriation  bill  an  amendment  which 
deals  with  a  matter  about  which  we 
know  vei-y  little,  and  which  has  not  been 
submitted  to  the  proper  department  of 


the  Government,  and  has  not  been  de¬ 
veloped  in  the  way  we  usually  develop 
legislative  pi-ovisions. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  ap- 
px-eciate  the  comment  which  has  been 
made  by  the  distinguished  chaiiman  of 
the  Foi-eign  Relations  Committee.  I 
would  say  that  this  is  not  so  much  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  trade  as  it  is  a  matter  which  has 
propaganda  value.  If  the  high  schools 
and  secondary  schools  of  our  country 
use  in  their  science  laboi-atories  Soviet- 
made  equipment,  which  is  so  identified 
by  the  pupils,  it  will  have  tremendous 
propaganda  value  on  their  young  minds. 
That  is  the  main  point  I  am  making. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  If  that  is  the 
main  point,  then  I  cei-tainly  think  the 
State  Department,  which  is  given  the 
responsibility  of  dealing  with  such 
propaganda  matters, — in  fact,  the  Con¬ 
gress  appropriates  more  than  100  mil¬ 
lion  a  year  in  that  connection,  and  the 
distinguished  Senator  participates  in  the 
consideration  of  that  item — should  be 
given  an  opportunity  to  look  into  this 
question.  However,  I  did  not  think  that 
was  the  main  point  in  this  connection. 
Instead,  I  thought  the  main  point  was 
one  of  trade. 

I  must  say  that  I  am  very  dubious 
about  the  propaganda  effect.  On  the 
other  hand,  I  am  not  vex-y  dubious  about 
the  trade  effect.  I  think  the  trade  prob¬ 
lem  is  a  very  difficult  one  for  us  to  solve. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KEATING.  The  Senator  from 
Arkansas  has  i-aised  the  question  whether 
this  is  a  serious  matter,  or  whether  the 
case  referred  to  is  an  isolated  one,  and 
so  forth. 

I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  late 
January  there  was,  in  New  Yoi-k  City,  an 
exhibit  of  Russian-made  scientific  equip¬ 
ment.  It  was  set  up  at  the  meetings  of 
the  American  Physical  Society  and  the 
American  Association  of  Physics  Teach- 
ers,  at  the  Hotel  New  Yorker,  in  New 
Yoi'k  City.  The  pui-pose  of  the  exhibit 
was  stated  to  be  to  promote  the  sale  to 
American  schools  of  Soviet-made  equip¬ 
ment,  such  as  microscopes,  electronics 
equipment,  projectors,  and  other  appa- 
i-atus  for  use  in  classrooms.  In  other 
woi-ds,  it  was  apparently  a  well-planned 
move  of  a  semiofficial  character  by  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  the  Soviet  Union. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Assuming  that  to 
be  so,  I  still  believe  it  would  be  vex-y 
improvident  for  us  to  legislate  in  the 
way  now  proposed — in  other  words,  to 
attach  to  an  appropi-iation  bill  such  a 
rider,  which  relates  to  a  decision  which 
obviously  affects  our  foreign  policy,  and 
to  do  so  in  the  absence  of  any  hearings 
at  all. 

I  think  this  matter  goes  far  beyond 
the  proper  scope  of  a  rider  to  an  appro¬ 
priation  bill.  Obviously  the  matter  in¬ 
volves  our  basic  foreign  policy.  If  such 
exhibits  are  permitted,  appai'ently  they 
are  in  accordance  with  our  policy,  or 
else  such  exhibits  would  not  have  been 
permitted. 

I  believe  this  matter  deserves  serious 
consideration  by  the  appropriate  com- 
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mittee,  which  should  weigh  the  effect  of 
the  admittance  or  the  exclusion  of  such 
items.  Perhaps  they  should  be  excluded. 
But  I  do  not  think  the  way  now  proposed 
is  the  proper  way  to  handle  the  matter. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  President,  if  I 
may  give  a  partial  answer  to  what  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  has  said,  let  me 
ask  a  question:  Is  it  not  wise  to  act  on 
this  problem  before  a  large  volume  of 
such  items  is  admitted?  Later,  it  might 
be  more  difficult  to  act  than  it  is  now; 
and  such  action  on  our  part  at  a  later 
time  might  more  seriously  impair  the 
interests  of  those  who  in  good  faith 
have  made  commitments.  Under  those 
circumstances,  congressional  action,  at 
a  later  time,  in  interferring  with  the 
admission  of  such  equipment  might  be 
even  more  disastrous  in  its  effect  on 
those  who  have  proceeded  in  good  faith. 

Upon  referring  to  my  notes,  I  find 
that  a  news  item  in  regard  to  such  im¬ 
portations  states  that  they  were  made 
by  a  local  company  which  was  said  to 
have  ordered  6,000  pieces  of  such  ap¬ 
paratus  from  the  Soviet  Union.  The 
president  of  the  company  said  he  was 
sure  that  was  the  first  importation  of 
such  Soviet  equipment  for  sale  in  this 
country,  and  that  he  believed  there  was 
an  American  market  potential  of  about 
$1  million  during  the  next  two  years 
for  the  Soviet  equipment,  which  he  hopes 
to  sell  to  schools  and  colleges.  He  said 
he  first  had  become  aware  of  Soviet 
physics  teaching  equipment  through  a 
photograph  on  the  cover  of  an  American 
scientific  journal,  and  that,  impressed 
by  the  apparent  quality  of  the  item, 
he  made  inquiries,  and  later  visited  the 
Soviet  Union,  to  see  its  equipment  for 
himself.  He  said  he  had  been  particul¬ 
arly  impressed  by  the  evidence  that  the 
Russians  had  set  up  mass  production  of 
physics-teaching  equipment  about  8 
years  ago  as  a  part  of  their  “crash  pro¬ 
gram”  in  science  education;  and  he  wrent 
on  to  describe  what  the  equipment  con¬ 
sists  of  —  namely,  microscopes,  projec¬ 
tors,  a  device  for  studying  wave  motion, 
electronic  apparatus,  and  basic  items, 
such  as  blocks  for  demonstration  of  solid 
geometry  principles,  and  so  forth. 

It  seems  to  me  that  this  matter  has 
already  reached  such  proportions  that 
we  should  face  the  problem  now,  one 
way  or  the  other,  and  either  should  say 
we  are  going  to  let  such  items  be  im¬ 
ported  or  should  take  action  to  bar  them 
from  coming  into  this  country  from 
Communist  countries  or  Communist- 
dominated  countries. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  But  does  not  the 
Senator  agree  that,  at  least,  hearings 
should  be  held  on  the  matter,  so  there 
will  be  some  record  in  regard  to  what  is 
being  done? 

Although  probably  the  Senator’s  State 
has  the  greatest  interest  in  this  matter, 
the  Senator  has  no  specific  information, 
other  than  that  such  items  are  being 
offered  for  sale. 

I  believe  that,  at  the  very  minimum, 
we  should  obtain  reports  on  this  matter 
from  the  Department  of  Commerce  and 
the  Department  of  State. 

The  pending  amendment  is  clearly 
legislation  on  an  appropriation  bill.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  it  seems  to  me,  the  amendment 
would  change  the  policy.  Perhaps  it 


should  be  changed;  but  I  do  not  believe 
the  way  now  proposed  is  the  proper  way 
to  change  it. 

In  the  case  of  the  items  I  have  men¬ 
tioned — for  instance,  in  connection  with 
the  aluminum  industry  and  other  large, 
basic  industries — I  am  convinced  in  my 
own  mind  that  something  should  be 
done.  But  I  am  not  convinced  that  what 
is  now  proposed  is  what  should  be  done. 
I  do  not  know  how  this  matter  should 
be  handled ;  but  I  believe  hearings  should 
be  held  and  the  matter  should  be  taken 
seriously. 

On  the  other  hand,  a  rider  to  an  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  does  not  seem  to  me  to 
be  the  appropriate  way  to  proceed. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Hampshire  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  that  I  find  myself 
much  in  sympathy  with  what  he  has 
said;  and  certainly  I  would  not  wish  to 
have  the  Senate  take  any  action  which 
would  permit  such  dumping  in  our  coun¬ 
try  by  the  Soviet  Union.  Of  course,  not 
only  scientific  equipment  but  many  other 
items  have  been  cited  in  this  connec¬ 
tion — for  instance,  the  dumping  of  alu¬ 
minum. 

Let  me  say  that  these  funds  are  to  be 
matched  by  the  States  and  local  com¬ 
munities;  in  fact,  they  will  not  be  avail¬ 
able  for  expenditure  except  as  they  are 
matched  dollar  for  dollar  by  the  States 
and  the  local  communities.  So  we  must 
consider  the  fact  that  we  are  not  simply 
dealing  with  a  matter  which  concerns 
only  the  Federal  Government.  Instead, 
it  very  definitely  brings  into  the  situa¬ 
tion  the  States  and  the  local  com¬ 
munities. 

Furthermore,  we  have  not  had  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  look  into  this  matter.  We 
have  not  had  any  hearings  at  all  on  it. 

My  good  friend,  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire,  made  a  very  forthright 
statement  earlier  today  about  the 
amendment  which  deals  with  the  Philip¬ 
pine  Islands,  a  matter  about  which  he 
had  taken  a  position  in  the  committee. 
Certainly  he  was  justified  in  doing  so, 
because  at  that  time  we  had  had  no  evi¬ 
dence  or  hearings  or  testimony  or  facts. 
But  subsequently  the  facts  were  brought 
to  his  attention,  and  they  were  subse¬ 
quently  brought  out  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate.  So,  being  a  wise  man,  he 
changed  his  position. 

Therefore,  I  ask  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  to  give  us  an  opportunity  to 
hold  hearings  and  to  go  into  this  matter 
and  to  obtain  the  facts,  particularly 
since  this  matter  really  involves  the 
States  and  the  local  communities  more 
than  it  involves  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment,  insofar  as  the  educational  pro¬ 
grams  are  concerned.  So  let  us  have  an 
opportunity  to  obtain  the  facts. 

Incidentally,  the  distinguished  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  Hampshire  is  a  member  of 
the  Subcommittee  on  Labor,  Health,  Ed¬ 
ucation,  and  Welfare,  and  that  subcom¬ 
mittee  soon  will  hold  its  hearings  on  the 
question  of  educational  funds.  The  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
is  ex  officio  a  member  of  the  subcommit¬ 
tee.  So  I  think  the  way  to  handle  this 
matter  is  to  hold  a  hearing  on  it  before 
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the  subcommittee,  and  have  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
be  there,  where  he,  together  with  the  rest 
of  us,  can  go  into  these  questions  and 
can  obtain  the  facts. 

I  believe  at  least  we  would  then  know 
the  basis  on  which  we  were  proceeding. 
We  would  have  more  facts.  We  would 
know  the  situation  with  respect  to  the 
States,  the  local  communities,  and  the 
school  districts. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  also  belong  to  the 
subcommittee  of  the  Senator  from  Ala¬ 
bama.  I  believe  I  am  sympathetic  with 
everything  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  has  said,  but  I  hope  such  a  study 
will  take  place. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  appreciate  the  dis¬ 
cussion  on  the  amendment  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  Hampshire.  I  should  like 
to  associate  myself  with  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  Fulbright]  .  This  prob¬ 
lem  becomes  an  international  one,  and  is 
far  more  important  than  merely  the  i 
matter  now  pending  before  the  Senate. 
There  are  three  committees  involved, 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  the 
Finance  Committee,  and  the  committee 
having  to  do  with  health,  education  and 
welfare. 

I  plead  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  withdraw  his  amendment,  in 
order  that  we  not  get  into  any  difficulty 
because  of  this  proposal. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  believe  it  is  an 
amendment  which  might  well  be  taken 
to  conference.  If  it  is  necessary  to  per¬ 
fect  it  in  any  way,  it  could  be  perfected 
at  that  time. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  and  I  have 
sat  on  a  good  many  conferences.  We 
know  that  when  we  go  into  conference 
no  witnesses  appear  before  the  members 
of  the  conference  and  no  evidence  is 
given.  Sometimes  the  conferees  become  i 
snarled  in  other  questions,  and  an  op¬ 
portunity  is  not  afforded  to  get  to  the 
facts  of  a  particular  matter.  There  are 
many  different  items  in  this  supplemen¬ 
tal  bill,  dealing  with  many  activities 
and  phases  of  the  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  have  noticed  that 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  is  very  effec¬ 
tive  in  conference. 

Mr.  HILL.  When  the  U.S.  Senate 
sends  me  to  conference  as  its  agent,  I  do 
my  best  to  uphold  the  position  of  the 
Senate.  However,  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  is  quite  correct  about  this  mat¬ 
ter.  There  is  involved  not  only  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  appropriations,  but  a  question 
perhaps  belonging  to  the  Foreign  Rela¬ 
tions  Committee  and  the  Finance  Com¬ 
mittee,  of  which  he  is  an  honored  and 
distinguished  member. 

I  join  the  Senator  from  Kansas  in  his 
appeal  to  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  that  he  withdraw  the  amendment 
in  order  that  we  may  ascertain  the  facts 
and  know  what  the  situation  is.  I  par¬ 
ticularly  so  urge  since  these  funds  have 
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to  be  matched  by  the  States,  local  com¬ 
munities,  and  school  districts,  and  they 
are  very  much  affected  by  this  situation. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  GORE.  I  hope  the  able  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  will  yield  to  the 
entreaties  of  his  colleagues.  Admittedly, 
there  is  an  economic  phase  in  the  cold 
war,  but  I  submit  we  cannot  adequately 
cope  with  that  challenge  by  attaching 
riders  to  appropriation  bills  as  they 
come  before  Congress.  If  we  attach  the 
proposed  rider  to  this  bill,  then  must  we 
not  follow  •  through  when  Congress 
appropriates  money  for  Hill-Burton 
purposes,  and  provide  that  no  item  used 
in  that  program  can  be  made  in  Czecho¬ 
slovakia?  I  doubt  that  is  a  precedent 
which  the  able  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  would  wish  to  establish. 

I  believe  the  Senator  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  stated  he  had  talked  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Education,  and  the  latter 
had  raised  the  question  that  this  would 
be  Federal  interference  with  local  ad¬ 
ministration  of  our  educational  system. 
The  administration  of  schools  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  laws  and  the  Constitution 
has,  by  tradition  in  America,  been  vested 
in  the  States,  counties,  and  municipali¬ 
ties. 

When  Congress  appropriates  money 
for  the  highway  program,  it  does  not 
attach  riders  providing  that  States  may 
not  use  the  funds,  of  which  they  provide 
a  part,  to  buy  machinery  from  whatever 
source.  We  have  not  provided  such  re¬ 
strictions  relating  to  Hill-Burton  hospi¬ 
tal  construction  funds;  which  is  a  public 
health  program;  we  have  not  provided 
that  the  State  agencies  cannot  use  Hill- 
Burton  funds,  of  which  they  contribute 
a  part,  for  the  purchase  of  medical  and 
surgical  instruments  made  in  a  partic¬ 
ular  country. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
realizes  the  difference  here  involved. 
We  are  dealing  with  young  and  impres¬ 
sionable  minds. 

Mr.  GORE.  I  am  willing  to  believe 
that  this  subject  embraces  an  economic 
problem,  and  I  am  willing  to  try  to  meet 
the  challenge  we  face  in  that  light;  but  I 
must  say  I  do  not  share  the  Senator’s 
view  that  the  children  of  America  are 
going  to  be  subverted  because  they  use 
a  test  tube  or  a  microscope  made  in  a 
particular  foreign  country.  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  our  children  are  that  impression¬ 
able.  I  believe  their  patriotism,  which 
stems  from  home,  schools,  and  churches, 
is  sufficiently  strong  not  to  be  influenced 
by  the  use  of  such  instruments. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  believe  they  are  im¬ 
pressionable,  and  my  fear  of  their  im¬ 
pressionability  is  one  of  the  reasons  why 
I  offer  the  amendment. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  President,  I  sug¬ 
gest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  York  withhold  his 
request? 

Mr.  KEATING.  Yes. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  should  like  to 
add  just  a  few  words  to  the  discussion 
which  has  taken  place,  which  I  believe 
has  been  most  informative.  It  seems  to 


me  the  discussion  points  up  that  there 
cannot  be  a  piecemeal  approach  to  the 
problem  of  the  potential  economic  com¬ 
petition  of  the  Soviet  Union.  As  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  has  noted,  the 
discussion  points  up  the  importance  of 
our  entire  Government,  the  executive 
branch  and  the  legislative  branch,  set¬ 
tling  down  to  the  difficult  task  of  pre¬ 
paring  our  country  for  the  kind  of  com¬ 
petition  we  are  going  to  have  on  the 
economic  front.  It  is  hoped  that  from 
the  discussion  of  an  amendment  such  as 
this,  we  might  receive  the  inspiration 
to  see  that  something  is  done  at  the 
national  level,  in  the  appropriate  com¬ 
mittee,  so  that  there  can  be  made  an 
analysis  and  a  reevaluation  of  the  eco¬ 
nomic  and  political  tools  which  we  have 
available  to  meet  the  kind  of  unfair  eco¬ 
nomic  competition  which  is  going  to  be 
heaped  upon  us. 

With  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  I,  for  one,  as  is  true  of  every  other 
Senator,  am  keenly  concerned  about  this 
problem.  Possibly  in  the  next  few  days 
we  can  formulate  a  resolution  or  petition 
which  will  indicate  our  desire  in  this 
matter  to  have  the  Congress,  as  well  as 
the  executive  branch,  conduct  an  ap¬ 
propriate  study. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Hill],  who  is  chairman  of  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee  on  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  if  the  amendment  were  not  pushed 
to  a  vote  at  this  time,  if  he  would  be 
willing  to  take  the  amendment  up  in  the 
regular  hearings  on  the  1960  HEW  ap¬ 
propriations  and  give  an  opportunity  to 
those  who  want  to  be  heard  to  testify 
on  the  matter?  Such  an  assurance 
would  have  great  influence  with  me.  I 
would  be  influenced  by  what  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Education  might  say.  At 
the  same  time,  I  have  been  very  much 
influenced  by  several  responsible  sources, 
one  in  Massachusetts,  which  states  that 
precision  instruments  are  being  dumped 
into  this  country  to  such  an  extent  that 
tariffs  are  of  no  help  at  all.  It  creates 
a  pretty  difficult  economic  problem.  If 
the  Senator  will  give  such  assurance,  I 
know  it  will  have  great  influence  with 
me. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  will  say  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Massachusetts, 
that  I  should  be  glad  to  arrange  a  hear¬ 
ing  and  to  let  anyone  who  is  interested 
appear  and  testify.  As  I  said  earlier, 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges]  is  a  member 
of  the  subcommittee.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Maine  [Mrs.  Smith]  is  a 
member  of  the  subcommittee.  The  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
[Mr.  Pastore]  who  was  with  us  a  few 
moments  ago,  is  a  member  of  the  sub¬ 
committee.  I  should  be  very  happy  to 
arrange  a  hearing  on  this  matter  before 
the  subcommittee. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  will 
say  to  the  distinguished  Chairman  of 
the  subcommittee  that  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire,  after  conferring  with 


some  of  his  colleagues,  will  agree  to 
withdraw  the  amendment  on  the  condi¬ 
tion  expressed  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Alabama,  that  he  will 
have  hearings  held  on  the  proposal. 

I  simply  want  to  serve  notice  now  that 
if,  after  the  hearings,  no  action  is  taken 
by  the  committee,  I  certainly  reserve  the 
right  subsequently  to  bring  the  matter 
up  on  the  floor  by  way  of  a  similar 
amendment. 

Mr,  HILL.  The  Senator  is  a  member 
of  the  subcommittee. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Certainly. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  will  be  at 
the  hearing.  The  Senator  will  be  pres¬ 
ent  when  we  have  the  subcommittee 
meeting  to  mark  up  the  bill,  and  the 
Senator  will  be  present  as  a  member  of 
the  full  committee. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Certainly.  But  if  I 
cannot  in  my  own  good  conscience  agree 
with  the  committee  action.  I  feel  so 
strongly  on  the  subject  I  reserve  my 
right  to  independent  action  on  the  floor. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mi*.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I,  for  one,  appre¬ 
ciate  the  willingness  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  to  withdraw  his  amend¬ 
ment  on  the  basis  of  the  understanding 
given,  but  there  are  other  problems. 
One  of  the  large  companies  on  the  east¬ 
ern  seaboard,  the  Dow  Chemical  Co., 
made  a  fantastic  deal  with  the  Soviet 
Union  on  benzine,  at  a  price  no  other 
country  can  compete  with,  which  is  6 
cents  under  the  world  price.  We  had, 
not  long  ago,  the  problem  of  dumping  of 
aluminum.  The  problems  of  Bolivia  are 
no  accident.  I  think  we  have  to  go  into 
this  thing  in  depth,  and  not  merely  with 
regard  to  a  few  educational  instruments 
or  facilities.  We  need  to  study  the 
entire  problem.  This  is  a  question  I 
have  felt  for  a  long  time  we  have  not 
properly  studied. 

The  Soviet  Union  has  declared  eco¬ 
nomic  war  on  us.  The  Soviets  have 
their  troops  in  the  field,  and  we  have  not 
started  to  mobilize  yet. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  think  we  should 
survey  the  whole  problem,  as  has  been 
indicated,  because  it  is  a  growing  eco¬ 
nomic  problem.  The  particular  aspect 
of  the  problem  referred  to  in  my  limita¬ 
tion  on  expenditure  is  an  educational 
aspect.  That  is  why  I  sought  to  obtain 
the  commitment  from  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Alabama,  who  is  chairman 
of  the  Labor,  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  Subcommittee  of  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  simply  ex¬ 
pressing  the  hope  that  the  Senator  will 
drive  a  harder  bargain  in  terms  of  the 
general  survey. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  will  now  drive  a 
harder  bargain  by  asking  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
Fulbric-ht]  who  is  the  able  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  if  it 
is  his  intention  to  go  into  the  other 
aspects  of  the  problem.  I  think  it  is. 

Mr.*  FULBRIGHT.  Exactly.  From 
the  point  of  view  we  mentioned,  about 
propaganda  and  otherwise,  as  well  as  the 
Battle  Act,  we  intend  to  conduct  an  in¬ 
vestigation.  I  also  think  the  Senator 
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should  use  his  influence — and  I  will  join 
with  him — to  inspire  the  Committee  on 
Finance  to  go  into  the  whole  economic 
impact  of  dumping  of  all  the  things  men¬ 
tioned.  .  .  . 

It  is  perfectly  proper,  of  course,  to  han¬ 
dle  the  matter  the  way  the  agreement  has 
been  reached,  but  I  should  like  to  join 
with  the  Senator  in  seeking  to  get  the 
administration  in  connection  with  the 
Congress  to  develop  a  legislative  pro¬ 
gram  to  deal  with  the  whole  problem  of 
what  we  call  dumping. 

The  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  is 
interested  in  a  part  of  the  problem,  but  it 
is  not  the  primary  committee  having  ju¬ 
risdiction  over  legislation  with  regard  to 
tariffs.  That  would  be  only  a  part  of 
the  problem. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Yes. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  The  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  of  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  held  some  hearings  last  fall, 
which  were  very  brief.  I  have  not  heard 
more  about  them. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  remember  those 
hearings. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  have  not  heard 
anything  further  about  that  matter. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  hope  that  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  this  consideration  in  addition  to 
immediate  action  on  the  educational 
phase  of  the  matter  we  shall  be  able  to 
approach  the  over-all  problem,  which  I 
think  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  has 
ably  stated. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Rhode  Island. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  I  will  say  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
that  I  wholeheartedly  agree  with  his 
spirit  and  objective.  Possibly  an  appro¬ 
priate  procedure  would  be  to  submit  a 
resolution  pointing  up  these  broad  prob¬ 
lems  with  all  then  ramifications.  This 
could  be  referred  to  the  appropriate  com¬ 
mittee.  Then  we  would  have  some 
tangible  base  from  which  to  work. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  his  excellent  suggestion  of  a  course 
of  action  which  I  had  in  mind  in  view  of 
the  illuminating  discussion  we  have  had. 


LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM  AND  ORDER 
FOR  ADJOURNMENT  UNTIL  TO¬ 
MORROW  AT  11  A.M. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  am  informed  that  a  number  of 
Senators  have  dinner  engagements  with 
the  chambers  of  commerce  of  their  vari¬ 
ous  States,  which  are  meeting  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  at  this  time. 

I  have  made  inquiry  of  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Douglas],  and  he  informs  me  he  desires 
to  make  a  brief  statement.  I  should 
like  to  inform  other  Senators  that  at 
the  conclusion  of  the  statement  of  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  we  do  not  expect 
to  have  any  yea-and-nay  votes  this 
evening,  and  we  will  soon  thereafter 
conclude  the  session  of  the  Senate  for 
today. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  when  the  Senate  concludes 
its  business  today  it  stand  adjourned 
until  11  o’clock  a.m.  tomorrow. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Texas?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPRO¬ 
PRIATIONS,  1959 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.R.  5716),  making  supple- 
metal  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1959,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  with¬ 
draw  his  amendment? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  do. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  is  withdrawn. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  had 
intended  to  offer  tonight  three  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  second  supplemental  ap¬ 
propriation  bill,  but  in  view  of  the  late¬ 
ness  of  the  hour  I  shall  not  do  so.  I 
shall  merely  make  a  brief  general  state¬ 
ment.  I  hope  I  will  be  recognized  at  the 
conclusion  of  morning  business  tomor¬ 
row  to  present  these  amendments  and 
discuss  them. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  I  may  be  recognized  at  the 
conclusion  of  morning  business  tomor¬ 
row. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Illinois?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  this 
Is  a  very  important  measure,  which  now 
carriers  with  it  appropriations  of  $2.8 
billion.  I  think  it  is  deserving  of  con¬ 
sideration  by  this  Congress,  particularly 
in  view  of  the  charges  which  the  Pres¬ 
ident  of  the  United  States  has  made  that 
this  is  a  Congress  of  wild  spenders. 

Before  I  begin  a  genei'al  discussion  of 
the  bill  I  wish  to  pay  tribute  to  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  and  particularly  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  the  committee  and 
the  President  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate, 
the  senior  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
Hayden!.  I  think  there  are  few  in  the 
Senate  who  fully  appreciate  the  tremen¬ 
dous  amount  of  work  which  is  thrown 
upon  the  shoulders  of  members  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations.  It  is 
work  which  is  not  observed  by  the  pub¬ 
lic,  and  it  is  commonly  not  appreciated, 
but  it  is  vitally  essential  work. 

I  regard  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  as  perhaps  one  of  the  two  or  three 
most  important  committees  of  the 
Congress. 

In  this  particular  case  the  committee 
sat  for  many  days  and  took,  1,187  pages 
of  testimony.  I  notice  that  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  the  committee  [Mr. 
Hayden]  was  present  at  virtually  every 
meeting  of  the  committee  and  ques¬ 
tioned  the  witnesses  in  detail  and  with 
great  ability.  I  want  to  pay  my  per¬ 
sonal  tribute  to  the  chairman  of  the 
committee.  I  know  it  is  not  necessary 
to  do  so,  because  we  all  hold  him  in  high 
esteem.  His  long  record  of  service,  both 
in  the  House  and  Senate,  is  almost  un¬ 
paralleled  in  the  history  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Republic.  We  all  admire  his  en¬ 
ergy,  his  public  spirit  and  his  devotion  to 
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duty,  and  we  also  admire  the  fact  that 
he  never  seems  to  hold  any  grudges. 
Even  though  one  may  oppose  certain 
items  in  appropriation  bills,  the  Senator 
does  not  take  any  vengeance  upon  those 
who  wish  to  knock  items  out  of  the  ap¬ 
propriation  bills.  The  course  of  true 
love  between  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
and  these  various  appropriation  bills  has 
not  always  run  smoothly  in  the  past, 
but  I  want  to  testify  to  the  fact  that  if 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  has  felt  irri¬ 
tated  he  has  never  shown  the  slightest 
indication  of  that  fact,  and  he  has  been 
most  generous  to  and  cooperative  with 
the  Senator  from  Illinois.  I  wish  pub¬ 
licly  to  thank  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
for  his  personal  courtesy,  as  well  as  to 
congratulate  him  upon  his  public  service. 

MONEY  REPRESENTS  ADMINISTRATION  REQUESTS 

Mr.  President,  this  bill  has  various 
features  in  it  which  I  think  should  be 
noticed.  One  feature  is  the  fact  that 
virtually  every  item  of  additional  appro¬ 
priations  has  been  proposed  by  the  ad¬ 
ministration.  There  were  very  few  items 
which  the  committees  of  the  House  and 
Senate  inserted  on  their  own  initiative. 
If  one  reads  the  testimony  before  the 
House  committee — which,  incidentally, 
runs  to  987  pages — he  will  find  how  the 
bureaucrats  of  the  present  administra¬ 
tion  came  down  and  pleaded  for  $2.9 
billion  of  additional  money.  They  did 
not  say  then  that  Congress  consisted  of 
“wild  spenders.”  No.  They  came  with 
their  hats  in  their  hands,  begging  the 
Congress  to  make  additional  appropria¬ 
tions,  above  and  beyond  those  which 
Congress  made  last  year.  I  think  it 
should  be  made  perfectly  clear  that  this 
is  an  additional  administration  budget 
request  which  the  President  and  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  the  Budget  have  sent  down  to 
us;  and  if  there  is  wild  spending  in  it — 
and  I  think  there  is  some — it  comes  from 
the  administration,  and  not  from  the 
Congress. 

ADMINISTRATION  REQUESTED  HOUSE  CUTS  BE 
RESTORED 

I  wish  to  thank  the  Committees  on 
Appropriations  of  both  the  House  and 
Senate  for  the  way  they  tried  to  cure 
the  wild  spending  of  the  administration. 
The  House  committee  cut  the  President’s 
budget,  as  submitted,  by  $243  million. 
Then  the  bureaucrats  of  this  administra¬ 
tion  descended  on  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Appropriations,  and,  for  1,187  pages, 
they  demanded  that  the  cuts  made  by 
the  House  should  be  restored,  with  only 
one  or  two  exceptions.  So  here  we  have 
almost  2,200  pages  of  testimony  from  the 
Eisenhower  administration,  demanding 
$2.9  billion. 

As  is  the  custom  of  the  Senate  com¬ 
mittee,  the  committee  increased  the  ap¬ 
propriations  of  the  House.  Some  wag 
has  said  that  that  is  why  the  Senate  is 
called  the  upper  body — because  it  al¬ 
ways  “ups”  the  House  appropriation. 
The  kind  hearts  of  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden]  and  his  col¬ 
leagues  are  such  that  at  the  request  of 
the  administration  they  restored  about 
two-thirds  of  the  cuts.  About  $  163.mil- 
lion  of  the  cuts  was  restored,  and  re¬ 
cently,  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  we 
restored  $23  million  more,  without,  I 
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the  affirmative  vote  of  the 
Senator  from  Illinois. 

CONGRESS  CUT  FUNDS 

But  even  so,  the  Senate  committee 
had  recommended  a  total  cut  of  a  little 
more  than  $80  million,  up  until  a  few 
minutes  ago.  Now  the  restoration  of  $23 
million  for  the  Philippines  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  reduces  the  total  cut  to 
$57  million.  But  even  so,  this  is  a  $57 
million  cut  which  Congress  has  made  in 
the  President’s  budget.  We  are  not  the 
wild  spenders!  We  are  trying  to  intro¬ 
duce  economy  in  the  estimates  of  the 
President.  I  hope  before  we  are  through 
we  may  make  more  cuts. 

It  is  not  the  purpose  of  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  to  make  war  upon  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee.  This  is  not  a 
question  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
versus  the  Appropriations  Committee. 
This  is  rather  a  case  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States  versus  the  bureaucrats  of 
the  Eisenhower  administration.  I  be¬ 
lieve  our  good  friends  on  the  Appropri¬ 
ations  Committee  would  be  helped  in 
the  future  if  they  could  tell  the  bureau¬ 
crats  that  they  are  likely  to  run  into 
opposition  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  if 
the  bureaucrats  make  excessive  de¬ 
mands.  They  can  say,  “We  would  like 
to  do  this,  but  there  are  those  who  will 
question  your  requests  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate.  Therefore  we  think  you 
should  scale  them  down.” 

So  what  we  are  really  trying  to  do  is 
to  bring  reinforcements  to  the  great 
chairman  of  the  Senate,  Committee  on 
Appropriations — to  bring  battalions  in 
behind  him,  so  that  he  and  his  col¬ 
leagues  will  not  be  the  sole  persons 
standing  between  the  taxeaters  and  the 
American  public. 

EXTRA  MONEY  IN  1959  IN  ORDER  FOR  1960 
BUDGET  TO  SHOW  A  PAPER  SURPLUS 

There  are  certain  specific  features  of 
the  bill  which,  to  my  mind,  are  subject 
to  very  serious  question.  In  the  first 
place,  there  is  in  certain  instances  an 
attempt  on  the  part  of  the  administra¬ 
tion  to  charge  to  the  1958-59  budget 
items  which  should  be  transferred  to  the 
1959-60  budget.  This,  I  think,  is  a  part 
of  the  general  budget  policy  of  the  Eisen¬ 
hower  administration — to  make  the  defi¬ 
cit  for  1958-59  as  big  as  possible,  and 
then  blame  this  on  the  Democratic  Con¬ 
gress,  in  order  that  the  deficit  for  1959- 
GO  may  be  as  little  as  possible,  or  even 
nonexistent,  and  then  take  credit  for  the 
Eisenhower  administration  for  the  ap¬ 
parent  improvement  in  the  fiscal  sol¬ 
vency  of  the  Government.  There  are 
traces  of  that  tendency  in  this  budget, 
upon  which  I  shall  elaborate  tomorrow. 

ADMINISTRATION  ASKS  FOR  BACK-DOOR 
FINANCING 

There  is  also  another  tendency,  name¬ 
ly,  to  indulge  in  back-door  financing, 
which  the  administration  has  attacked 
and  has  said  is  a  characteristic  of  the 
Democratic  Congress.  And  by  back¬ 
door  financing  I  mean  both  the  au¬ 
thorization  of  direct  expenditures  by  the 
Treasury  without  an  appropriation  and 
the  authorization  of  spending  from 
funds  which  were  originally  appropri¬ 
ated  for  other  purposes  or  which  the 
Government  has  received  from  the  sale 


of  such  things  as  surplus  property  and 
which  would  otherwise  be  treated  as 
receipts  to  the  Treasury. 

For  example,  various  Department  of 
Agriculture  funds  listed  on  page  41  of 
the  report  seem  to  be  clearly  cases  of 
back-door  financing;  also  of  a  similar 
nature  is  the  increase  in  the  limitation 
for  ship  construction  subsidies;  various 
funds  for  the  District  of  Columbia;  re¬ 
quests  for  civil  defense;  funds  for  social 
'  security ;  funds  for  the  Railroad  Retire¬ 
ment  Board,  the  judiciary,  the  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Department,  and  other  agencies. 

Is  it  not  somewhat  inconsistent  for 
the  administration  to  complain  about 
backdoor  financing  when,  at  the  same 
time,  in  many  cases  in  this  budget,  they 
have  themselves  requested  such  backdoor 
financing? 

Passing  to  specific  items  in  the  budget, 
there  are  three  or  four  items  with  re¬ 
spect  to  which  I  am  tempted  to  offer 
amendments.  If  I  have  success  with  the 
first  one  or  two,  we  can  then  venture 
farther  out  on  the  ice. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Has  the 
Senator  sent  his  amendments  to  the 
desk? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  will  send  them  to 
the  desk  and  ask  that  they  be  printed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Will  the 
Senator  be  prepared  to  pursue  those 
amendments  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
morning  hour  tomorrow? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes;  I  will  finish 
shortly  for  I  do  not  want  to  hold  any 
Senator  back  from  his  dinner. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Is  the  Sen¬ 
ator  aware  that  the  Senate  is  to  meet  at 
11  a.m.  tomorrow? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Morning 
business  should  be  concluded  about  11:30 
or  a  quarter  of  12. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  shall  be  prepared. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  How  long 
does  the  Senator  expect  to  speak  this 
afternoon? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  Senator  from- 
Illir.ois  thinks  he  can  conclude  in  about 
5  or  6  minutes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  thank  the 
Senator. 

FUNDS  FOR  SURPLUS  DISPOSAL 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  One  item  which  I 
think  we  should  scrutinize  very  carefully 
is  the  release  of  $5  million  for  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense. 

One  of  the  great  sources  of  waste  is 
the  way  in  which  the  Department  of 
Defense  handles  its  waste  disposal.  Last 
year  it  sold  about  $6  billion  worth  of 
property  for  only  about  $200  million. 
The  cost  of  selling  this  property 
amounted  to  about  $50  million.  So  the 
net  was  only  $150  million,  on  property 
originally  costing  $6  billion.  In  other 
words,  the  Department  of  Defense  real¬ 
ized  only  2  y2  cents  on  every  dollar.  At 
the  same  time,  in  many  instances,  either 
identical  articles  or  substantially  similar 
articles  were  being  purchased  for  the 
military  services  at  100  cents  on  the 
dollar.  This  is  one  of  the  big  sources 
of  waste,  and  one  of  the  most  fertile 


fields  for  practicing  economy.  It  needs 
thorough  probing. 

The  Department  of  Defense  is  asking 
that,  in  addition  to  the  $49  million  which 
it  is  allowed  to  withhold  from  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  these  sales,  it  be  given  an  addi¬ 
tional  $5  million;  in  other  words,  that 
additional  expenses  of  the  sales  be  met 
out  of  the  proceeds  of  the  scrap. 

I  think  this  is  a  bad  policy.  It  is  an¬ 
other  form  of  backdoor  financing.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  in  the  case  of  surplus  prop¬ 
erty,  there  is  always  the  danger  that  the 
agency  will  sell  additional  property, 
property  which  should  not  be  sold  as  sur¬ 
plus,  merely  for  the  purpose  of  enlarging 
their  own  funds  and  building  a  greater 
bureaucracy  and  for  their  own  aggran¬ 
dizement. 

Finally,  I  believe  we  shoud  carry  out 
the  original  intent  of  Public  Law  152  of 
the  81st  Congress — the  General  Services 
Act — and  have  surplus  property  of  the 
Defense  Department  sold,  not  by  the 
Defense  Department,  but  by  the  General 
Services  Administration. 

NEW  SENATE  OFFICE  BUILDING 

I  should  like  to  come  closer  to  home 
on  two  items  approved  in  connection 
with  the  New  Senate  Office  Building,  a 
project  which  I  opposed  when  it  was 
originally  introduced,  and  which  I  be¬ 
lieve  needs  close  scrutiny.  I  wish  to 
commend  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
[Mr.  Ellender]  for  the  very  thorough 
cross-examination  he  gave  the  Architect 
of  the  Capitol  in  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations.  I  invite  every  Senator  to 
read  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Stewart  and 
the  questions  asked  by  Senator  Ellen¬ 
der,  beginning  on  page  1161  of  the  hear¬ 
ings  and  going  through  to  page  1186. 

INCREASE  OF  $10  MILLION 

When  the  new  building  was  author¬ 
ized,  the  promise  was  made  that  the  cost 
would  be  only  $20,600,000.  We  Jiave, 
however,  now  authorized  for  building 
and  equipment  $23,446,000.  Thus  we 
have  authorized  already  over  $2,800,000 
more  than  the  original  estimate.  The 
result  has  been  a  building  which,  to  put 
it  mildly,  is  not  distinguished  either  for 
beauty  or  for  convenience. 

In  addition  to  that,  we  have  spent  on 
the  cost  of  the  land  for  the  building 
$1,011,000.  We  have  also  authorized  an 
expenditure  of  a  million  dollars  for  fur¬ 
niture.  We  have  made  that  appropria¬ 
tion.  So  that  the  building  to  date  has 
cost  $25,500,000. 

Now  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  is 
asking,  and  the  Senate  committee  has 
granted,  additional  requests  of  approxi¬ 
mately  as  follows: 

Seven  hundred  and  fifty  thousand 
dollars  for  changes  in  the  building  it¬ 
self.  That  would  raise  the  total  cost  of 
the  building  to  $24,196,000. 

The  Architect  has  asked  for  $293,000 
for  additional  furniture.  The  committee 
has  granted  $283,000.  This,  if  approved, 
would  bring  the  total  cost  of  furniture  to 
almost  $1,300,000. 

The  Architect  has  asked  for  $4  million 
for  an  additional  subway  terminal  and 
to  dismantle  and  replace  the  steps  of 
the  Senate  wing  of  the  Capitol.  The 
cost  of  this  additive  subway  to  date  has 
been  at  least  $2.1  million  and  apparently 
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another  $246,000  on  top  of  that,  so  the 
Architect  is  really  asking  us  to  pay 
$6,346,000  for  the  new  subway  and  its 
fixings.  If  all  these  items  are  approved, 
the  cost  will  be  $30,500,000  for  the  new 
office  building,  whereas  the  original  esti¬ 
mate  and  promise  were  $20,600,000. 

I  wish  to  argue  these  points  in  detail, 
but  before  I  do  so  I  wish  to  say  that  I  do 
not  believe  the  slightest  blame  is  at¬ 
tached  to  the  members  of  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  for  this  situation. 
They  are  burdened  with  many  tasks  and 
commonly  are  confronted  with  accom¬ 
plished  facts. 

ARCHITECT  APPOINTED  BY  PRESIDENT 

The  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  is  ap¬ 
pointed  by  the  President,  and  is  not 
chosen  by  Congress  or  by  an  agent  of 
Congress,  but  rather  appointed  by  the 
President  without  the  confirmation  of 
the  House  and  Senate.  The  present  oc¬ 
cupant  of  that  position  was  appointed  by 
President  Eisenhower  in  1954,  and  he  is 
outside  the  control  of  Congress.  He  is 
trying  to  get  us  to  embark  on  a  vast  and 
costly  building  program. 

We  see  the  results  of  his  building  all 
about  us:  A  third  House  Office  Building 
across  the  way;  the  tasteless  extension 
of  the  east  front  of  the  Capitol  for  $17 
million;  the  New  Senate  Office  Building, 
to  cost  $30 Yz  million  to  date;  and  with 
great  plans  for  the  future,  such  as  the 
extension  of  the  House  wing  of  the  Capi¬ 
tol,  and  an  underground  garage. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Ellender]  was  correct  when  he  said  to 
the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  “I  have 
never  seen  an  architect  who  found  more 
things  to  do  than  Mr.  Stewart.  It  is 
unending.” 

That  is  the  situation  we  find. 

The  other  day  I  was  reading  the 
poetry  of  Henry  Wadsworth  Longfellow, 
that  celebrated  Maine  and  national  poet, 
and  as  I  read  some  lines  suggested  them¬ 
selves  to  me.  They  are  not  very  great 
poetry.  Probably  I  am  as  poor  in  the 
field  of  poetry  as  the  new  office  build¬ 
ing  is  in  the  field  of  architecture.  How¬ 
ever,  I  shall  recite  it : 

Architect,  spare  our  Capitol, 

Touch  not  another  stone. 

In  youth  it  shielded  our  Republic. 

Oh,  please,  let  it  alone. 

[Laughter.] 

USE  OLD  FURNITURE 

There  is  one  item  in  particular  which 
I  wish  to  discuss;  namely,  the  furniture 
The  request  is  for  $283,000  for  new  fur¬ 
niture;  $113,000  of  that  is  for  desks, 
chairs,  and  tables,  and  so  forth,  for  40 
offices.  We  have  already  appropriated 
a  million.  But  now  they  want  $283,000 
more. 

As  we  come  over  to  the  Capitol  we  go 
through  corridors  in  the  Old  Senate 
Office  Building  filled  with  furniture 
which  has  been  discarded  from  offices 
in  the  old  building.  It  is  piled  out  in  the 
corridors.  Yet  it  is  proposed  to  equip 
with  new  furniture  40  offices  in  the  new 
building.  I  had  a  census  taken.  I  sent 
a  member  of  my  staff  through  all  the 
floors,  on  all  four  sides  and  on  all  four 
floors,  and  even  up  into  the  attic,  of 
the  Old  Senate  Office  Building,  and  this 
is  the  count,  there  are,  in  the  Old  Sen¬ 


ate  Office  Building,  old  desks  ready  to 
be  used,  to  the  number  of  375,  215  steel 
filing  cabinets,  400  chairs,  and  lots  of 
bookcases. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  missed 
one  chair,  because  I  got  it.  I  had  it 
brought  into  my  office.  That  is  one  of 
the  discarded  chairs  the  Senator  has 
referred  to.  I  got  that  for  my  own  per¬ 
sonal  use.  I  have  never  had  such  a 
comfortable  chair  in  the  15  years  I  have 
been  in  the  Senate.  It  is  a  wonderful 
chair.  Therefore,  the  Senator  from  Il¬ 
linois  does  not  have  that  chair  included 
in  his  figures. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  wish  the  Architect 
of  the  Capitol  would  follow  the  example 
of  the  senior  Senator  from  Oregon  and 
move  into  those  40  offices  some  of  the 
old  furniture — comfortable,  costless  fur¬ 
niture — instead  of  spending  $113,000  for 
new  furniture. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.'  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  When  I  was  in  the 
old  Office  Building - 

Mr.  MORSE.  Did  the  Senator  move? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yes;  I  moved. 
When  I  was  in  the  old  office  building 
my  chair  was  one  of  those  rickety  chairs 
which  would  not  work.  While  I  was 
at  Bethesda  with  an  ailing  back,  the  doc¬ 
tor  told  me  I  had  to  get  a  different  chair. 
So  I  bought  a  chair  for  myself.  I  hope 
I  will  not  be  charged  rent  for  using  that 
chair. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  will  go  through  the  cor¬ 
ridors  and  pick  out  a  good  chair  and  take 
it  into  his  office. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  will  yield,  I  should  like  to  remark 
that  this  is  the  first  time  I  heard  that 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Minnesota  has  ever  sat  down.  [Laugh¬ 
ter.] 

CARPETS  NOT  NEEDED 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  There  is  another  ap¬ 
propriation  of  $150,000  for  carpets  in 
207  offices.  At  present,  each  Senator’s 
own  room  in  the  New  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing  is  carpeted.  But  the  Architect  of  the 
Capitol  laid  rubber  tiling  in  the  other 
offices  in  each  Senator’s  suite.  Now  the 
Architect  wants  to  place  carpeting  over 
those  tiles  at  a  cost  of  $750  a  room. 

If  we  read  the  testimony,  we  learn  why 
he  wants- to  lay  carpets.  The  Senator 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellender]  and  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Stennis] 
put  him  oyer  the  hurdles.  On  page  1172 
of  the  hearings,  Senators  will  find  the 
Architect’s  reasons  for  wanting  the 
carpets. 

First,  he  said  the  electric  typewriters 
make  so  much  noise  it  is  necessary  to 
lay  carpets  to  deaden  the  sound,  despite 
the  fact  that  there  is  already  good  insula¬ 
tion  in  the  ceilings  and  walls.  Second, 
he  said  it  was  dangerous  for  the  clerks  to 
walk  on  rubber  tiles;  that  they  might 
slip  and  break  their  legs;  therefore,  we 
must  spend  $150,000  for  carpeting. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  walked  on  the 
equivalent  of  rubber  tiles.  It  never 
struck  me  as  a  dangerous  occupational 
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hazard.  I  am  ready,  however,  to 
this  offer.  I  do  not  have  much  money, 
but  I  am  ready  to  buy  rubber  heels  for 
every  clerk  in  every  senatorial  office  in 
the  New  Senate  Office  Building.  If  Sen¬ 
ators  will  give  me  the  foot  measurements 
of  their  employees,  I  will  see  to  it  that 
they  get  rubber  heels,  for  men  and 
women  alike.  If  I  can  buy  them  at 
wholesale  price,  it  will  not  be  too  expen¬ 
sive.  This,  I  think,  will  save  $150,000 
for  carpeting. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  How  many  girls  does 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  think  he  can 
get  to  wear  rubber  heels,  either  in  the 
New  Senate  Office  Building  or  the  Old 
Senate  Office  Building? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Well,  if  it  is  a  case 
of  preventing  legs  from  being  broken,  I 
feel  certain  they  would  wear  rubber 
heels  at  least  during  working  hours.  In 
any  event,  this  is  a  good  way  to  save 
$150,000.  There  is  in  fact  no  real  dan¬ 
ger  to  justify  such  an  expenditure. 

EXCESSIVE  COSTS  FOR  SUBWAY  TERMINAL 

The  final  item  is  the  subway.  Already, 
$2,100,000  plus  $246,000  has  been  spent 
on  the  subway — see  hearings,  page  1163. 
I  walked  through  it  this  morning.  Now 
it  is  proposed  to  spend  $4  million  more. 
This  will  be  almost  the  most  expensive 
subway  in  the  history  of  the  United 
States.  The  catacombs  of  Rome,  in 
which  the  Christians  sought  refuge,  will 
not  compare  with  this  subway. 

I  shall  discuss  the  architecture  of  the 
subway  later.  I  shall  make  this  com¬ 
ment  now,  and  I  ask  Senators  to  read  it 
in  the  Record  tomorrow  morning.  I  had 
assumed  that  the  new  subway  would  run 
into  the  present  subway,  and  that  the 
two  would  have  a  joint  terminal  to¬ 
gether.  But  on  my  walk  through  the 
subway  this  morning,  I  found  that  that 
is  not  the  case..  The  new  subway  is  to 
be  completely  separate.  A  new  spur 
from  the  rotunda  is  to  run  into  it  or  vice 
versa.  I  do  not  know  what  will  happen 
to  the  old  subway,  but  the  rumor  is  that 
it  is  to  be  closed  and  possibly  used  as  a 
storage  space.  I  do  not  knpw  how  much 
that  subway  cost  originally. 

It  seems  to  me  that  a  tremendous 
architectural  blunder  has  been  made  by 
the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  in  virtually 
confronting  us  with  an  architectural 
accomplished  fact,  in  which  the  end  of 
the  new  subway  is  directly  opposite  the 
Senate  steps  and  does  not  connect  at  its 
terminus  with  the  old  subway.  I  think 
the  basis  is  being  laid  for  tearing  down — 
in  fact,  this  is  a  part  of  the  plan — the 
Senate  steps  and  stairs  and  building  the 
terminal  almost  directly  by  the  elevator. 
For  what  purpose?  I  do  not  know  for 
what  purpose. 

One  argument,  though,  is  that  it  will 
save  steps  for  Sepators  which  they  other¬ 
wise  would  have  to  take  in  coming  from 
the  terminus  of  the  present  subway  to 
the  elevator.  I  took  note  of  the  number 
of  steps  and  counted  them.  They  came 
to  50.  At  a  cost  of  $4  million,  that  is 
$80,000  a  step.  That  is  too  costly. 

One  great  trouble  with  being  a  Sena¬ 
tor  is  that  we  do  not  get  enough  exercise 
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'di.yway.  I  think  walking  50  steps,  going 
and  coming,  would  be  excellent  for  us. 
I  would  value  the  exercise  very  highly. 
But  we  are  to  spend  $80,000  to  save  a 
Senator  a  step. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  in  so  complete 
agreement  with  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  that  I  would  not  want  to  put  in  a 
dissident  note  about  the  matter  of  Sen¬ 
ators  not  getting  enough  exercise.  If 
the  Senator  is  looking  for  exercise,  I  am 
looking  for  free  labor  on  my  farm. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  not  a  very  good 
farm  laborer,  although  I  worked  on  a 
farm  years  ago. 

CONCLUSION 

Mr.  President,  I  will  try  to  knock  out 
the  $283,000  appropriation  for  furniture. 
I  will  try-  to  knock  out  the  $4  million  ap¬ 
propriation  for  a  subway.  I  will  try  to 
knock  out  the  $5  million  for  the  sale  of 
surplus  stock.  This  is  a  chance  to  save 
the  taxpayers  between  $9  and  $10  mil¬ 
lion  and  to  back  up  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  which  has  done  heroic 
work  in  resisting  the  efforts  of  bureau¬ 
crats. 

While  I  have  nothing  against  Mr. 
Stewart,  again  I  wish  to  remind  the  Sen¬ 
ate  that  he  is  not  a  creature  of  Congress ; 
he  is  an  appointee  of  the  President  and 
is  not  confirmed  by  the  Congress.  The 
present  incumbent  of  that  office  was  ap¬ 
pointed  by  President  Eisenhower  and 
holds  his  position  at  the  pleasure  of  the 
President.  The  responsibility  is  the 
President’s. 

So  on  this  bill  I  think  we  should  show 
our  confidence  in  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  by  giving  them  sufficient 
force  and  moral  reinforcement  so  that 
they  can  resist  more  effectively  the 
blandishments  of  the  administration’s 
bureaucracy. 

I  shall  return  to  this  subject  tomorrow 
morning  in  greater  detail,  but  what  I 
have  said  so  far  is  enough  to  lay  the 
basis  for  the  argument. 

FEDERAL  GRANTS  FOR  CONSTRUC¬ 
TION  OF  SEWAGE-TREATMENT/ 

WORKS 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  h/ve 
received  from  the  Governor  of  my  State 
a  letter  which  I  wish  to  rean  and 
then  comment  upon  it.  It  is  da^ed  April 
22, 1959: 

State  of  Orego* 

Office  of  the  Governor, 

Salem,  Oreg., April  22,  1959. 
The  Honorable  Wayne  L.  M9lf.SE, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Morse/  I  am  sincerely  con¬ 
cerned  over  the  projrfosed  reduction  in  ap¬ 
propriations  for  Federal  grants  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  sewage-treatment  works"  during 
the  1959-60  Sepal  year.  Funds  authorized 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Water 
Pollution  Control  Act  have  proven  most  help¬ 
ful  to  the /stream-purification  program  in 
Oregon  bp' providing  an  incentive  for  many 
communities  to  undertake  the  construction 
of  remedial  works  needed  to  abate  pollution 
of  public  waters.  A  number  of  these  com- 
musnties  such  as  Cannon  Beach,  Drain,  Fair- 
vi£w,  Government  Camp,  Pilot  Rock,  Rainier, 
Igard,  and  Weston  would  have  found  it  ex¬ 


tremely  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  finance 
their  sewerage  projects  without  the  assist¬ 
ance  of  a  Federal  grant. 

During  the  3  Sscal  years  (1957-59)  that 
funds  have  been  available  for  construction 
grants  in  Oregon,  23  projects  have  been 
undertaken  at  a  total  cost  of  approximately 
$7,700,000;  the  Federal  share  of  this  cost  was 
approximately  $1,400,000.  Awaiting  to  be 
allocated  is  an  additional  $560,000  for  proj¬ 
ects  estimated  to  cost  $4,900,000. 

Our  needs  for  the  next  3  fiscal  years  begin¬ 
ning  with  1960  are  for  48  projects  having  a 
total  cost  of  over  $14  million  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  share  being  approximately  $3  million. 
This  matter  was  discussed  at  the  last  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  committee  on  natural  resources  on 
April  16,  and  that  committee  recommended 
the  continuation  of  Federal  grants  for  the 
construction  of  sewage-treatment  works  with 
the  full  amouht  of  appropriations  authorized 
under  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Control 
Act. 

I  urge  you  to  take  such  measures  as  you 
may  deem  appropriate  to  assure  that  appro¬ 
priations  are  made  to  the  full  extent  author¬ 
ized  by  law  so  that  the  construction  grant 
program  can  be  continued  and  the  backlog 
1  jf  needed  sewage-treatment-work  projects 
in  be  reduced. 

Sincerely, 

Mark  O.  Hatfield, 

Governor. 

Mr.  President,  that  letter  was  da^t-d 
April  2X  1959.  On  April  16,  1955,  I 
broadcast\in  the  State  of  Oregon  my 
weekly  radio  address.  My  guest/on  that 
broadcast  was  the  Honorable  John  Blat- 
nik,  a  distinguished  Representative  from 
Minnesota,  thek  State  of  /he  present 
Presiding  Officer^  of  the/Senate  [Mr. 
McCarthy].  Representative  Blatnik 
really  must  be  recogrn^ed,  I  believe,  as 
probably  the  leader  Jn  the  entire  Con¬ 
gress  in  the  great  ,work  he  is  doing  in 
trying  to  develop  ,A  program  which  will 
save,  for  future /generations,  water  re¬ 
sources  of  the  Country  from  the  stream 
pollution  cau/ed  by  this  generation.  In 
that  broadcast  on  April  16  togthe  State 
of  Oregon/  Representative  Blatnik  and 
I  discuss/d  the  failure  of  the  Eisenhower 
administration  in  its  budget  proposals 
this  year  to  recommend  a  reasonable 
amount  of  money — only  a  reasonable 
apffount,  Mr.  President — to  continue  tl 
•eat  pollution  control  program,  of  whichN 
Representative  Blatnik,  „ on  the  House 
side,  has  been  such  an  outstanding 
leader;  and  on  this  side  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  Humphrey]  and  others 
of  us  have,  over  the  years,  tried  to  have 
an  adequate  pollution  control  program 
carried  out. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  at  this  point  in 
the  Record  our  radio  broadcast  of  April 
16,  which  was  written  6  days  before  the 
Governor  of  Oregon  wrote  to  me  the  let¬ 
ter  in  which  he  urged  some  of  the  very 
things  which  Representative  Blatnik 
and  I  proposed  in  our  radio  broadcast. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  broad¬ 
cast  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows; 

Radio  Broadcast,  April  16,  1959 — Senator 

Wayne  Morse  and  Congressman  John 

Blatnik 

POLLUTION  CONTROL 

Mr.  Morse.  Fellow  Oregonians,  today  I’m 
going  to  devote  this  broadcast  to  a  subject 
that  means  a  great  deal  to  our  State  of  Ore¬ 
gon,  the  subject  of  controlling  the  pollution 
of  our  invaluable  water  resource.  I  have 


invited  as  my  guest  the  man  who  is  the  un¬ 
questioned  leader  in  the  entire  Congress  in 
the  development  of  a  national  program  for 
control  of  water  pollution.  He’s  a  great  lib¬ 
eral.  He  is  Congressman  John  Blatnij/,  a 
Democrat  from  Minnesota.  Congressman 
Blatnik  represents  the  so-called  arrowhead 
district  of  Minnesota.  In  it  are  located  the 
famous  Iron  Range  of  Minnesota/ and  the 
beautiful  and  rugged  northern  shoreline  of 
Lake  Superior,  a  coast  which  i/think  is  ex¬ 
ceeded  in  beauty  only  by  Oregon’s  seacoast 
but,  of  course,  I’m  sure  that  John  will  not 
even  completely  agree  witl*  me  on  that  out 
of  Minnesota  pride.  John,  the  people  in 
your  region  have  a  similar  interest  in  con¬ 
trolling  pollution  of  Water  as  the  people  of 
Oregon  have,  I’m  sure,  and  I  want  you  to 
know  that  I’m  delighted  to  have  you  as  my 
guest  and  close  .personal  friend  to  talk  to 
the  people  of  Oyegon  on  this  program  about 
our  water  pollution  problems. 

Mr.  Blatn/k.  Well,  Senator,  believe  me, 
it’s  certainly  a  privilege  to  be  with  you  on 
a  program!  speaking  to  the  citizens  and  your 
friends  in  your  great  State  of  Oregon  but 
personally  it’s  a  real  pleasure.  Believe  me, 
we  always  have  quite  a  substantial  claim 
on/ou  back  in  Minnesota.  We  haven’t  re- 
lyrciuished  all  claim  or  title  to  you.  Senator. 

Mr.  Morse.  Well,  John,  my  4  years  in  Min¬ 
nesota  from  1924  to  1928  were  a  great  pleas¬ 
ure  when  I  taught  at  the  University  of  Min¬ 
nesota.  ‘ 

Mr.  Blatnik.  And  just  as  you  know  our 
State  well  and  I  appreciate  the  very  gen¬ 
erous,  and  I  know,  sincere  comments  you 
made  about  our  great  northeastern  part  of 
Minnesota,  the  arrowhead  district — my  dis¬ 
trict  where  I  was  born  and  raised — likewise 
I’ve  had  occasion,  as  have  many  of  our  folks 
from  Minnesota,  not  only  to  visit  Oregon  but 
many  of  our  earlier  people  moved  there  and 
are  now  your  citizens.  My  sister,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  has  been  living  in  Portland  for  about 
the  last  18  years  and  I  have  been  in  your 
State  several  times. 

On  conservation,  and  in  this  particular 
case,  on  water  preservation  and  utilization, 
of  course,  we’re  very  conscious  of  the  im¬ 
portance  of  it  coming  from  the  land  of  10,000 
lakes.  What  startled  us  in  Minnesota  was 
that  we,  as  I’m  sure  most  of  the  people  of 
America,  because  of  the  abundance  we  had, 
just  took  it  for  granted.  We  thought  it 
would  be  here  forever.  It’s  one  of  the  sim¬ 
plest,  most  abundant,  easiest  of  commodities 
to  get.  And  what  has  happened  with  this 
rapid  population  increase  throughout  the 
country,  especially  in  just  the  last  50  years, 
we  find  that  not  only  are  there  more  people 
^n  this  country  who  use  the  water,  but  more 
iople  are  using  more  water  per  person. 
Fdr  example,  in  just  the  last  few  years  from 
195^1  uiitil  now,  the  population  increased  by 
around  12  percent,  but  the  water  used  in- 
creasecl  by  over  57  percent.  In  short,  the 
use  of  \he  water  is  increasing  five  times 
faster  than  the  population  itself  so  the  re¬ 
sult  is  tha\  in  the  entire  history  of  America, 
we  are  dumping  more  dirty  water  back  into 
the  streams  and  rivers  and  the  water  is  be¬ 
coming  more  polluted  and  filthier  and  we  are 
now  headed  for  a,  crisis  where  it’s  just  going 
to  be  a  problem  Vhere  we  can’t  get  enough 
adequate  clear  water  both  for  our  human 
consumption  and  for  the  nominal  demand 
in  the  industrial  area. 

Mr.  Morse.  John,  th&,  bill  that  you  have 
authored  that  is  now  the  law  has  made  a 
very  great  contribution,  V  think,  to  the 
health  welfare  of  the  American  people  and 
to  the  welfare  of  the  American  people  in 
connection  with  other  uses  of Nwater  as  well 
and  in  Oregon  we’re  very  much  interested  in 
the  principle  of  multiple  use  ompur  water. 
That  implies,  of  course,  reuse  of  \ater  and 
pollution  control  as  set  forth  in  your  bill  is 
vital  to  water  reuse.  No  State  has  a  greater 
interest  I  think  than  Oregon  in  the  proper 
treatment  of  waste.  Without  it,  our  recgea- 


6236  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE  April  28 


tion  a\d  fishing  industries  cannot  be  main¬ 
tained, Nnuch  less  be  expanded.  I  am  an 
enthusiastic  supporter  of  the  work  that  you 
are  doing  in  the  Congress.  I  would  like  to 
give  this  Oregon  audience  some  specific 
details  about  bur  State  need  for  sewage  treat¬ 
ment  facilitiesNprovided  for  in  the  law  that 
you  have  authored.  Under  your  law,  Public 
Law  660,  the  Watek  Pollution  Act  of  1956,  the 
Federal  Government  is  authorized  to  extend 
grants  of  money  up  to  30  percent  of  the  cost 
of  a  given  project  for  construction  of  sewage 
disposal  plants  by  citiek  Fifty  million  dol¬ 
lars  is  authorized  in  tms  law.  The  State 
sanitary  agencies  determine  which  localities 
in  their  respective  States  a^in  the  greatest 
need  for  this  Federal  help.  Ixthat  a  Pretty 
fair  summary  of  what  you  hadsdn  mind  and 
what  you  put  in  your  law  when  you  authored 
it,  John?  \ 

Mr.  Blatnik.  Yes,  that’s  a  ver\  correct 
summary.  Again,  while  I  appreciate  \he  very 
generous  comments  you  made  on  my  part  in 
this  act,  Senator,  I  want  your  people  to 
know,  and  not  only  in  your  State  but  all  over 
America,  as  I  told  them  back  in  our  greSJ; 
midwest  part  of  the  country,  that  you  havk 
been  not  only  the  pillar  of  support,  but 
the  spearhead  of  the  drive  for  an  adequate 
water  pollution  control  measure  and  few  peo¬ 
ple  realize  that  we  barely  got  it  through  3 
years  ago  by  the  skin  of  the  teeth  and  this  is 
the  first  time  in  the  history  of  the  country 
that  an  all-out  effort,  of  a  joint  effort — Fed¬ 
eral,  State,  and  local  participation — in  a  com¬ 
bined  effort  to  handle  this  pollution  abate¬ 
ment  program  got  underway.  I  thank  you 
for  the  splendid  and  active  support  and 
help  you  have  given  us. 

Mr.  Morse.  All  I  did,  John,  was  follow  your 
lead  in  the  Senate.  You  laid  out  the  facts 
in  the  House  and  I  was  glad  to  sponsor  your 
point  of  view  in  the  Senate.  Well,  unfor¬ 
tunately,  the  President  has  recommended  in 
his  budget  the  appropriation  of  only  $20 
million  instead  of  the  full  $50  million  for 
water  pollution  control.  Now  Oregon’s  share 
of  the  $50  million,  would  be  $650,000  if  we 
got  the  full  amount.  Our  share  of  Ike’s  $20 
million  is  only  $265,000.  Yet  our  sanitary 
authority  which  supplied  me  with  the  figures 
I  am  using  on  this  broadcast  lists  projects 
in  12  Oregon  communities  that  need  this 
Federal  assistance  for  which  the  Federal 
share,  if  it  were  available  in  full,  would  be 
over  $1  million.  So  what  the  President  is 
recommending  is  only  about  a  quarter  of 
what  our  Oregon  State  Sanitary  Authority 
finds  is  needed  for  Oregon  in  this  next  year. 
Only  a  quarter  of  these  approved  applications 
from  such  Oregon  communities  as  Ashland,. 
Brookings,  Estacada,  Eugene,  Hood  Rive/t 
LaGrande,  Lakeview,  Oak  Lodge,  Ontanfo, 
Portland,  Prineville,  and  the  Dalles  cou/f  be 
built.  And,  of  course,  John,  I’m  fighting  here 
in  the  Senate  for  the  full  amoan/  The 
rest  would  have  to  be  postponed  under  the 
administration’s  proposal  althouglr  the  sani¬ 
tary  authority  finds  12  more  projects  on  its 
list  for  the  following  year  aotl  expects  24 
applications  for  the  year  afffer  that.  Now 
that’s  what  we’re  up  against  as  far  as  the 
budgetary  problem  is  concerned  and  I  won¬ 
dered  if  that  was  similar Jn\  other  parts  of  the 
country.  / 

Mr.  Blatnik.  That/ls  just  exactly  what  is 
happening  throughout  the  country,  Senator. 
When  we  first  proposed  the  Water  Pollution 
Act  in  1956,  we,  dx  that  time  on  the  basis  of 
estimates  worked  up  by  the  water  resources 
people,  the  Conservation  offices  of  all  the 
States  and  ihe  health  offices  estimated  that 
it  would  take  about  $100  million  a  year  of 
Federal  ifinds  combined  with  local  funds  in 
a  ratio/ if  almost  4>/2  to  1  to  spend  on  an 
averse  of  $500  million  and  $600  million  a 
yeaijf  That  was  our  original  estimate.  That 
was  my  original  bill  but  in  the  House,  with 
almost  unanimous  Republican  opposition  to 
nt  and  the  relentless  opposition  of  the  ad¬ 
ministration  to  the  program,  they  cut  it  in 


one-half  so  we  got  $50  million.  But  we 
settled  for  a  half  and  we  walked  and  hopped 
on  one  leg  for  the  last  2 1/2  years  and  we 
showed  that  for  the  first  time  in  the  history 
of  America,  we  have  spent  more  for  water 
pollution  control  facilities  than  ever  before 
but  the  job  is  only  being  half  done.  Your 
State  of  Oregon  getting  $625,000  should  be 
getting  $1,250,000  a  year  to  do  the  job  and 
to  catch  up  on  the  backlog  you  have  now  on 
the  books. 

Mr.  Morse.  You  see,  John,  what  I  tried 
to  get  across  to  the  Senate  is  to  get  my  col¬ 
leagues  to  see  that  you  are  not  saving  money 
under  this  so-called  balanced  budget  prop¬ 
aganda  that  is  going  on  now  if  you  save 
pennies  at  the  expense  of  pound  value  be¬ 
cause  one  epidemic,  one  great  sickness  hit¬ 
ting  a  community  as  the  result  of  water 
pollution,  of  course,  would  cost  much,  more, 
if  it  only  cost  us  the  lives  of  a  few  children, 
than  the  few  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dol¬ 
lars  that  you  and  I  are  fighting  for  in  water 
pollution  control.  May  I  say  that  in  Oregon, 
the  State  sanitary  authority  has  estimated 
that  over  100  communities  in  my  State  will 
need  new  or  improved  sewage  treatment  fa¬ 
cilities  in  the  next  10  years.  The  total  cost 
Vill  run  from  $30  million  to  $50  million,  / 
Half  of  these  communities  do  not  now  have 
either  sewage  collection  or  sewage  disposal  a 
faciltties.  That’s  just  in  my  State.  You/ 
are  working  on  a  new  bill  to  expand  the 
existing,  program,  a  bill  which  I  very  march 
favor  ami  I  wish  you  would  tell  the  Oregon 
audience  something  about  your  new  bjZl  and 
you  have  n\y  assurance,  John,  tha*  I  will 
fight  shouldeS:  to  shoulder  with  you/ igain  in 
support  of  thahbill.  / 

Mr.  Blatnik.  ell,  we  certainly  appreciate 
that  because  tha\.  is  not  only van  assurance, 
because  knowing  you  as  we/  do  from  past 
experience  in  working  togatner,  your  assur¬ 
ance  means  real  actiVe  participation  which 
means  an  all-out  fight  wnch  you  always  wage 
so  effectively.  As  yoH\said,  there  is  no 
economy  in  saving  cm  water.  There  is  no 
way  under  God’s  timmb,  ia.  which  you  can 
avoid  the  pollution  problem  or  you  can  delay 
it,  hold  back  anc/it  piles  up  ami  piles  up  and 
sooner  or  late/  the  day  of  reckoning  comes 
where  not  orjy  the  great  expense  and  the  cost 
of  the  polh/fed  water,  but  you  havb  to  come 
through  With  a  so-called  crash  program.  It 
seems  like  so  many  votes  in  Washington  wait 
and  w/lt  until  an  emergency  is  on  them,  and 
then/there  is  a  crash  program.  We  k\ow 
precisely  what  we  have  been  doing  with  $£0 
m/llion  a  year  and  we  know  it  will  take  $10h 
/nillion  of  Federal  funds  joined  by  about \ 
approximately  $400  million  of  local  funds. 
The  local  municipalities  are  bearing  the 
major  share  of  the  job. 

Mr.  Morse.  70  percent  of  it. 

Mr.  Blatnik.  The  Federal  Government  is 
already  working  with  them  and  stimulating 
and  aggravating  them  in  this  whole  program 
so  our  bill  will  raise  the  amount,  it  will 
double  all  the  amounts  for  the  States.  It 
will  catch  up  on  most  of  the  backlog.  It  is 
the  minimum  to  provide  and  build  a  sound 
foundation  for  an  all-out  water  pollution 
control  program  that  will  finally  keep  us 
abreast  of  this  ever-growing  problem — get¬ 
ting  an  adequate  source  of  pure  and  clean 
water. 

Mr.  Morse.  Well,  John,  I  want  to  thank  you 
very  much  for  appearing  on  this  program 
with  me.  I  want  to  say  to  the  people  of 
Oregon,  you  have  heard  on  the  program  with 
me  Congressman  John  Blatnik,  of  Minne¬ 
sota,  the  author  of  the  water  pollution  law 
as  it  is  now  in  the  books  and  the  proposer  of 
a  new  law  that  will  double  the  amount  for  the 
cleaning  of  the  streams  of  America  and  how 
sorely  we  need  this  program.  Right  here  in 
the  Capitol  of  the  Nation,  we  have  the  Po¬ 
tomac  River  and  the  Potomac  River  running 
through  your  National  Capitol  is  the  filthiest 
river  in  the  world  for  a  river  of  its  size — 12 
feet  Of  sewage  sludge  in  some  parts  of  that  " 


river.  The  result  is  there  can  be  no  swfe;v 
ming  in  the  river,  signs  all  over  “Wading 
Forbidden”  in  the  Capital  City  of  the  United 
States  and  likewise  let  me  say  you  don’t  «ven 
dare  go  out  on  a  boat  in  the  Potomac  wi/nout 
running  the  risk  to  your  health  because  even 
the  spray  from  the  water  may  resuhr  in  your 
picking  up  some  infection.  And  J^hn  Blat¬ 
nik  is  our  leader  in  trying  to  bring  to  an  end 
this  sorry  condition  of  a  gre/t  democracy 
having  within  it  many  polluted  rivers  and 
I’m  proud,  John,  to  have  your an  the  program 
with  me.  / 

This  is  Wayne  Morse  reporting  from  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  Until  next  week,  same  time, 
same  station,  I  bid  you  goodby.  Thank  you 
very  much,  John.  / 

Mr.  Blatnik.  Thunk  you.  Senator  Morse. 

Mr.  MORS^  Mr.  President,  I  am 
answering  the  Governor  of  Oregon;  and 
in  that  answer  I  shall  assure  him  that 
on  this  cme  issue  we  stand  shoulder  to 
shoulde/  I  will  do  all  I  can,  here  in  the 
Congr/ss,  to  help  him;  and,  in  reciproc¬ 
ity,  I/want  him  to  do  all  he  can  to  help 
me/with  the  White  House.  So  in  my 
letter  I  shall  suggest  to  him  that — ap¬ 
preciative  as  I  am  that  he  has  called 
Tny  attention  to  this  matter — I  have 
been  away  ahead  of  him  and  for  some 
time  have  been  calling  it  to  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Congress.  Now  if  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  will  just  help  call  it  to  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  President — because,  Mr. 
President,  in  our  service  in  the  Senate 
we  develop  intuitive  hunches,  and  I  have 
a  feeling  that  he  will  have  more  in¬ 
fluence  with  President  Eisenhower  than 
I  do — and  if  the  Governor  will  cooperate 
with  me — as  I  shall  cooperate  with  him, 
here  in  the  Congress — by  getting  in  touch 
with  the  White  House  and  by  pointing 
out  to  the  White  House  as  clearly  as  he 
pointed  out  to  me,  in  his  letter,  what 
a  shortsighted  policy  the  White  House 
is  following  in  regard  to  pollution  con¬ 
trol,  then  the  Governor  of  Oregon  and 
I  will  be  a  team  working  together  for 
the  benefit  of  our  State. 


NATIONAL  FUELS  POLICY:  COAL  IS 
NEEDED 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  President,  last 
snight  a  most  significant  event  was  held 
hi  Washington.  It  was  a  dinner  given 
bytthe  National  Coal  Policy  Conference, 
an  organization  formed  to  advance  the 
interests  of  the  bituminous  coal  indus¬ 
try.  The  Conference  includes  coal  pro¬ 
ducers,  \he  United  Mine  Workers  of 
America,  \the  coal-carrying  railroads, 
coal  equipment  manufacturers,  and  util¬ 
ity  companies  which  burn  coal. 

This  dinner\attended  by  many  Sen¬ 
ators  and  Representatives,  had  as  its 
theme  the  need'Uor  a  national  fuels 
Policy.  The  chairrtaan,  George  H.  Love, 
of  Pittsburgh,  said  that  such  a  policy 
should  be  arrived  at\after  a  congres¬ 
sional  study.  The  reasons  advanced  for 
a  national  fuels  policj\  which  would 
deal  with  our  energy  resources  as  a 
whole  were  impressive.  \ 

Among  the  speakers  wa\  John  L. 
Lewis,  president  of  the  United  Mine 
Workers  of  America,  a  distinguished 
American  and  a  dedicated  labor  leader. 
Not  long  ago,  Mr.  Lewis  was  reported  to 
be  seriously  ill.  But  last  night  h^ie 
showed  all  his  old-time  vigor.  He  der 
dared  there  is  imperative  need  for  a\ 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House  subcommittee  ordered Ve parted  wheat  bill.  Senate  debated  second 
supplemental  appropriation  bill.  House  agreed  to  consider  veto  of  REA  loan  approv¬ 
al  bill  on  Thursday.  Rep,  Johnson,  Wisc/,\rSe<*  enactment  of  dairy  income  stabili¬ 
zation  program. 


HOUSE 

1.  ELECTRIFICATION.  Received  from  the  President  the  vko  message  on  S.  144,  to 

give  the  REA  Administrator  additional  authority  ove^the  approval  of  loans,  and 
agreed  to  consider  it  tdaay,  Apr.  30,  pp.  6321-2 

Rep.  Lane  criticized  certain  aspects  of  reciprocal  t\ade,  stated  that 
American  industry  is/oeing  '  undermined"  because  "an  agency  of  the  Federal 
Government  does  not/have  the  authority  under  existing  law  no  insist  that  the 
recipients  of  its /loans  shall  'Buy  American,'  referred  to  an  REA  loan  to  a 
Texas  cooperative,  part  of  which  money  was  used  to  buy  a  Swiss,  generator ,  and 
urged  that  tariffs  be  raised  "for  the  protection  of  our  imperilled  industries." 
pp.  6397-8. 

2.  DAIRY. INDUSTRY.  Rep.  Johnson,  Wise.,  criticized  the  Secretary  for  spending 

'  $5  for  every  $1  spent  by  his  predecessors"  while  "net  farm  income  has,  fallen 
from  $1^.3  billion  in  1952  to  $13.2  billion  in  1958,"  stated  that  the  Xu.ry 
farmer/was  "one  of  the  lowest  men  on  the  farm  income  totem  pole,"  and  discussed 
his  dairy  marketing  bill  to  'establish  the  support  level  of  907,  of  parity  for 
butterfat  and  manufacturing  milk,"  to  establish  "a  system  of  marketing  quot< 
and  to  give  the  milk  producers  an  opportunity  to  vote  on  acceptance  of  the  pi) 
6379 


3.  PUBLIC  LAND.  Received  from  Interior  a  proposed  bill  "to  authorize  the  classifi¬ 
cation,  segregation,  and  disposal  of  public  lands  chiefly  valuable  for  url^an 
and  business  purposes";  to  the  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee,  v,  6399 


4. 


CLAIMS.  The  Judiciary  Committee  reported  with  amendment  H.  R.  6000,  t</  increase 
the  limit  ijor  administrative  settlement  of  claims  against  the  U.  S.  Under  the 
tort  claims\procedure  to  $3,000  (H.  Rept.  323).  p.  6399 


5.  WHEAT.  The  Daily  Digest  said  "the  Wheat  Subcommittee  of  the  Agriculture  Com¬ 
mittee  met  in  executive  session  and  ordered  favorably  reported/to  the  full  com¬ 
mittee  H,  R.  673^ (amended)  ,  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Act  of/1949,  as  amended, 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and  Public  Law  74  (75th 
Cong.) ,  as  amended. \  p.  D299 


6.  NATIONAL  FLOWER.  Rep.  ^rice  inserted  a  poem  on  the  corn/tassel  and  Rep.  Rogers 
urged  adoption  of  the  carnation  as  the  national  flowei^  pp.  6383,  6394 


7.  RECLAMATION.  This  office  h'*s  obtained,  for  referenc/  and  lending  purposes,  a 
few  copies  of  a  "committee  print"  of  the  House  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs,  "Reclamationv--  Accomplishments /and  Contributions."  The  pub-(  ^ 
lication  was  prepared  by  the  Legislative  Reference  Service,  at  the  request  of 
several  committee  members,  for  the  specific  purpose  of  setting  forth  the  favor¬ 
able  aspects  of  the  reclamation  program.  Th p  introduction  states:  "It  pre¬ 
sents  a  factual  account  of  the  achievements^ and  contributions  of  the  Federal 
reclamation  program,  including  its  history  and  background;  physical  accomplish¬ 
ments;  contributions  to  the  local,  weS<tejfn,  and  national  economies;  feasibility, 
including  costs  and  repayment;  cooperation  and  coordination  with  local,  State, 
and  other  Federal  agencies;  and  a  comparison  of  the  reclamation  program  with 
other  Federal  public  works  programs J 


'SENATE 


8.  SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  Continued  debate  on  this  bill,  H„  R. 
5916.  No  action  was  taken  on  items  affecting  this  Department,  pp.  6276-81, 
6282-6,  6292-3,  6305-11 


9.  AIR  POLLUTION.  Passed  with'  amendments  S.  441,  to  continue  for  four  years,  unti 
July  1,  1964,  the  Federal  air-pollution  control  law,  \pp.  6264-7 


10.  WATER  COMPACT.  Passecywithout  amendment  S.  548,  to  grant \rhe  consent  of  Congress 
to  a  Great  Lakes  Ba^in  Compact  for  the  development  and  use\of  the  water  of  the 
basin,  pp.  6273-5 


11.  PERSONNEL.  At  th^  request  of  Sen.  Engle,  passed  over  S.  91  ano\H.  R.  460,  to 
limit  to  cases /involving  the  national  security  the  prohibition  bn  payment  of 
retirement  annuities  to  Federal  employees,  pp.  6262,  6268 


12.  MILK.  At  the  request  of  Sen.  Engle,  passed  over  S.  1289,  to  increase  and  extend 
the  special  milk  program  for  children,  p.  6269 

At  the  request  of  Sen.  Engle,  passed  over  S.  753,  to  authorize  cooperative 
associations  of  milk  producers  to  bargain  with  purchasers  singly  or  in  groups, 
pp.  6/69,  6276 


13.  RESEARCH;  SURPLUS  COMMODITIES.  At  the  request  of  Sen.  Keating,  passed  over 

690,  to  provide  for  research  on  increased  use  of  agricultural  products  forN 
^industrial  purposes,  p.  6269 
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agency  or  officer  of  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernnNit  or  of  any  international  commission 
or  agency  over  or  in  the  Great  Lakes  Basin 
or  any  portion  thereof,  nor  shall  anything 
containecK  herein  be  construed  to  establish 
an  internawxmal  agency  or  to  limit  or  affect 
in  any  way  the  exercise  of  the  treatymaking 
power  or  an^uather  power  or  right  of  the 
United  States.  \In  carrying  out  it  functions 
under  this  Act\the  Commission  shall  be 
solely  a  consultative  and  recommendatory 
agency  which  shall  \poperate  with  the  agen¬ 
cies  of  the  United  States  and  shall  report 
annually  to  the  Congress  and  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent  or  to  any  officiary  designated  by  the 
President,  make  available  to  the  Federal 
Government  any  information  within  its 
possession  and  always  provide  free  access  to 
its  records  by  duly  authorized  representa¬ 
tives  of  that  Government,  yhe  consent 
herein  granted  does  not  extend  t\  paragraph 
B  of  article  II  or  to  paragraphs  ICvand  M  of 
article  VI  of  the  compact;  and  consent  is 
granted  with  respect  to  paragraph  Ikof  ar¬ 
ticle  VI  of  the  compact  subject  to  tny  fol¬ 
lowing  conditions;  (1)  cooperation  shaN.  be 
extended  to  and  carried  on  with  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Canada  or  any  of  its  subdivisions 
only  through  or  with  the  approval  of  they 
Department  of  State;  (2)  cooperation  with 
an  international  commission  or  agency  hav- * 
ing  jurisdiction  in  the  basin  shall  be  extended 
only  to  the  United  States  section  thereof 
and  in  such  manner  as  the  section  may  di¬ 
rect;  and  (3)  proposals  to  any  such  interna¬ 
tional  commission  or  agency  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  only  to  the  United  States  section 
thereof  and  shall  be  submitted  to  that  sec¬ 
tion  only  through  the  Government  of  the 
United  States.  The  consent  herein  granted 
is  on  condition  th/t  recommendations  under 
article  VI,  paragraphs  B  and  G,  shall  not  be 
made  to  any  foreign  government  or  subdivi¬ 
sion  thereof  and  that  recommendations  to 
international  bodies  or  agencies  shall  be 
made  through  the  Department  of  State. 

Sec.  3.  (a)  A  Federal  representative  to  the 
Commission  shall  be  appointed  by  the 
President,  and  shall  report,  in  writing  to 
the  Senate,  the  House  of  Representatives, 
and  to  the  President  either  directly  or 
through  such  agency  or  official  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  as  the  President  may  specify.  Such 
representative  shall  have  all  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  any  other  member  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  except  that  he  shall  have  no  vote, 
(b)  The  Federal  representative  shall  receive 
compensation  and  shall  be  entitled  to  travel 
expenses,  including  per  diem  in  lieu  of  sub-  ' 
sistence,  in  the  same  manner  as  provided 
for  experts  and  consultants  under  sections 
5  and  15  of  the  Administrative  Expenses/ 
Act  of  1946  and  the  Travel  Expense  Act  aff 
1949,  except  (1)  that  his  term  of  service 
shall  be  governed  by  the  terms  of  this/ Act 
and  shall  not  be  affected  by  the  time  limita¬ 
tions  of  said  section  15,  and  (2)  his  per  diem 
rate  of  compensation  shall  be  An  such 
amount,  not  in  excess  of  $100,  aVthe  Presi¬ 
dent  shall  specify,  but  the  tonal  amount 
of  compensation  payable  in  any  one  calen¬ 
dar  year  shall  not  exceed  $l/000 :  Provided, 
That  if  the  Federal  representative  be  an 
employee  of  the  United  Spates  he  shall  serve 
without  additional  compensation:  Provided 
further,  That  a  retire)/  military  officer  or  a 
retired  Federal  civilian  officer  or  employee 
may  be  appointed/as  such  representative, 
without  prejudice/to  his  retired  status,  and 
he  shall  receive .compensation  as  authorized 
herein  in  addition  to  his  retired  pay  or 
annuity  but /he  sum  of  his  retired  pay  or 
annuity  an/  such  additional  compensation 
as  may  be/ payable  hereunder  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  $15/00  in  any  one  calendar  year,  (c) 
The  Federal  representative  shall  be  provided 
with  /office  space,  consulting,  engineering, 
and/stenographic  service,  and  other  neces¬ 
sary  administrative  services,  (d)  The  com¬ 
pensation  of  the  Federal  representative 


shall  be  paid  from  the  current  appropriation 
for  salaries  in  the  White  House  Office,  or  for 
staff  assistance  for  the  President  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  special  projects.  Travel  and  other 
expenses  provided  for  in  subsections  (b) 
and  (c)  of  this  section  shall  be  paid  from 
any  current  appropriation  or  appropria¬ 
tions  selected  by  the  head  of  such  agency 
or  agencies  as  may  be  designated  by  the 
President  to  provide  for  such  expenses. 

Sec.  4.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  re¬ 
peal  this  Act  is  expressly  reserved. 


AMENDMENT  OP  ATOMIC  ENERGY 
ACT  OF  1954,  AS  AMENDED 

The  bill  (S.  1197)  to  amend  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  was  an¬ 
nounced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  an  explanation  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  President,  this  bill 
amends  section  251  of  the  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  by  de¬ 
leting  the  words  “and  July”  in  the  first 
sentence  thereof.  The  first  sentence  of 
section  251  now  provides  that  the  AEC 
'shall  submit  to  the  Congress,  in  Jan¬ 
uary  and  July  of  each  year,  a  report 
cohcerning  the  activities  of  the  Coni/ 
mission.  This  amendment,  in  subtan/;, 
provides  that  the  Commission  shal/  in 
the  future  submit  such  report  only  in 
January^and  not  also  in  July,  ana  thus 
on  an  annual,  rather  than  a  semiannual 
basis.  \  / 

Mr.  KEAXENG.  I  thank /he  Senator 
for  his  explanation.  / 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
be  no  amendment  to  Me  proposed,  the 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  and  third 
reading  of  the  bill. /C 
''"The  bill  (S.  119/)  tos  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  knird  leading,  read  the 
third  time,  andr  passed,  as  follows : 

Be  it  enactedr  by  the  Senat\and  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America  inAongress  assembled\ Tbat  sec¬ 
tion  251  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  ame/ed,  is  amended  by  deleting  the 
words  /and  July”  in  the  first  sentence 
thereof.  \ 


AUTHORIZATION  FOR  APPROPRlA^ 
/  TIONS  TO  THE  ATOMIC  ENERGY 

COMMISSION 

The  bill  (S.  1228)  to  amend  Public 
Law  85-590,  to  increase  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  for  appropriations  to  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  in  accordance  with 
section  261  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  President,  may 
I  ask  for  an  explanation  of  this  bill, 
also? 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  President,  this  bill 
amends  Public  Law  85-590,  the  AEC 
Authorization  Act  for  the  current  fiscal 
year  1959,  to  increase  the  authorization 
for  project  59-C-5,  phermex  installation, 
Los  Alamos,  N.  Mex.,  from  $2,250,000  to 
$3,550,000,  or  a  net  increase  of  $1,300,000. 

This  amendment  is  just  an  increase 
in  the  authorization  for  the  single  proj¬ 
ect  59-C-5,  and  does  not  increase  the 
total  amount  authorized  by  Public  Law 
85-590. 

Mr.  KEATING.  I  thank  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  for  his  explanation. 


6275 

I  understand  the  bill  was  reported 
unanimously  from  the  Joint  Committees 
on  Atomic  Energy.  Is  that  a  correct 
understanding?  / 

Mr.  ENGLE.  The  Senator  is  correct. 
The  bill  was  requested  by  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission.  The  letter of  the 
Commission  and  an  unclassified  analy¬ 
sis  of  the  project  are  prin/ed  in  the 
committee  report,  on  paapes  2  and  3 
thereof.  / 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  Unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  letter /and  analysis  be 
printed  in  the  Recotto  at  this  point. 

There  being  no /Objection,  the  letter 
and  analysis  wer/  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  a/follows: 

U.S.  Atom/  Energy  Commission, 

/  February  24,  1959. 

Hon.  Clinto/  P.  Anderson, 
chairman,  A oint  Committee  on  Atomic 
Eneray,  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

Dear  /Senator  Anderson:  I  have  submitted 
today/o  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  and  the  President  of  the  Senate 
proposed  legislation  which  would  amend  the 
1959  authorization  act  (Public  Law  85-590) 
/o  increase  the  amount  authorized  for  project 
59-C-5,  phermex  installation,  Los  Alamos, 
N.  Mex.,  to  $3,550,000  from  $2,250,000. 

The  increase  of  $1,300,000  is  attributable  to 
a  sharp  rise  in  the  cost  of  components,  the 
need  for  considerably  more  monitoring  and 
control  equipment  than  had  been  originally 
anticipated  and  charges  in  machine  design  to 
insure  more  satisfactory  performance.  No 
change  is  being  made  in  the  scope  of  the 
project.  Since  even  greater  emphasis  must 
be  placed  upon  nonnuclear  methods  of  de¬ 
velopment  during  a  test  moratorium,  the 
need  for  the  phermex  installation  becomes 
more  compelling  than  at  the  time  the 
project  was  originally  requested. 

Copies  of  the  proposed  legislation  and  the 
unclassified  analysis  of  the  project  are  en¬ 
closed.  Copies  of  the  classified  analysis  will 
be  furnished  separately  to  your  staff. 

Sincerely  yours, 

H.  S.  Vance, 

>  Acting  Chairman. 


59-C-5.  Phermex  installation,  Los  Alamos, 
N.  Mex.,  $3,550,000: 

This  project  will  provide  a  weapons  diag¬ 
nostic  facility  consisting  of  laboratory  and 
power  control  buildings,  phermex  chamber, 
detection  chamber  and  X-unit  pad.  This 
facility  will  be  located  in  a  remote  technical 
'area  at  Los  Alamos. 

\puring  the  past  year  the  Los  Alamos 
Scientific  Laboratory  has  continued  develop¬ 
ment  work  to  improve  the  machine  design. 
As  a  result  of  the  more  definitive  information 
developed  by  this  continual  study,  the  esti¬ 
mated  coct  of  the  project  has  been  increased 
by  $1,300,000  over  the  amount  authorized  by 
Public  Lawifi5-590.  The  higher  estimate  is 
attributable  to  a  sharp  rise  in  the  cost  of 
components,  tile  need  for  considerably  more 
monitoring  and\ontrol  equipment  than  had 
been  originally  alfiicipated  and  changes  in 
machine  design  toNinsure  more  satisfactory 
performance.  \ 

The  AEC  also  furnished  the  Joint  Com¬ 
mittee  a  classified  statement  containing  ad¬ 
ditional  information  justifying  this  project 
which  is  necessarily  classified  because  of  the 
defense  information  and  Restricted  data 
which  it  contains.  \ 

In  a  hearing  held  in  executive  session  be¬ 
fore  the  Subcommittee  on  Legislation  on 
February  27,  1959,  the  following  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  AEC  testified  in  support  of  this 
project:  Mr.  A.  R.  Luedecke,  generalRnana- 
ger;  Brig.  Gen.  A.  D.  Starbird,  director  of  the 
division  of  military  application;  and  Mr  .Ron 
S.  Burrows,  controller.  The  testimony  inN- 
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%  cated  that  the  project  was  ready  for  con¬ 
struction  and  that  the  Commission  con¬ 
sidered  it\mportant  for  its  atomic  weapons 
developmeiH  program. 


CommentsNof  the  Joint  Committee 

1.  Public  Law\85-590  contains  in  section 
102  certain  limitations  on  the  authority  of 
the  Commission  to'start  projects  authorized 
by  section  101.  Insdfar  as  project  59-C-5  is 
concerned,  it  was  provided  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  was  authorizedNto  start  this  project 
only  if  the  currently  estimated  cost  does  not 
exceed  by  more  than  25  pendent  the  estimated 
cost  set  forth  in  the  act,  $2,250,000.  Inas¬ 
much  as  the  current  estimated  cost  is  now 
$3,550,000,  the  increase  of  $1,3180,000  is  more 
than  the  maximum  allowable\25  percent. 
Thus  the  Commission  is  not  authorized  to 
start  project  59— c— 5  without  amendment  to 
Public  Law  85-590.  The  Commission  has 
stated  that  the  increase  is  attributable  to 
the  sharp  rise  in  the  cost  of  components^  the 
need  for  considerably  more  monitoring\nd 
control  equipment  than  had  been  originally 
anticipated,  and  changes  in  machine  desig 
to  insure  more  satisfactory  performance. 

2.  The  Joint  Committee  recommends  that 
this  bill  be  considered  and  enacted  by  the 
Congress  as  soon  as  possible,  in  order  that 
this  project,  important  to  our  atomic  weap¬ 
ons  program,  may  proceed  as  expeditiously 
as  possible. 

CHANGES  IN  EXISTING  LAWS 


In  accordance  with  subsection  (4)  of  rule 
XXIX  of  the  Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate, 
changes  in  existing  law  made  by  the  bill  ac¬ 
companying  this  report  are  shown  as  follows 
(new  matter  is  printed  in  italic,  and  deleted 
matter  is  shown  in  brackets) : 


“(c)  Atomic  weapons. — 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  clerk  will  state  the  tiill  at  the 
foot  of  the  calendar. 


“PUBLIC  LAW  85-590 

“Sec.  101.  Plant  or  Facility  Acquisition 
or  Construction. — There  is  hereby  author¬ 
ized  to  be  appropriated  to  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  261  a.  (1)  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  the  sum  of 
$386,679,000  for  acquisition  or  condemnation 
of  any  real  property  or  any  facility  or  for 
plant  or  facility  acquisition,  construction, 
or  expansion,  as  follows: 


“5.  Project  59-C-5,  phermex  installation, 
Los  Alamos,  N.  Mex.,  [$2,250,000]  $3,550,000.” 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
be  no  amendment  to  be  proposed,  the 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  and  third 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  (S.  1228)  was  ordered  to 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  tja'e 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows:  / 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  Congress  assembled.  That  sec¬ 
tion  101(c)  of  Public  Law  85-590  is7 amended 
by  striking  therefrom  the  figure  )‘42,250,000” 
for  project  59-C-5,  phermex  installation,  Los 
Alamos,  N.  Mex.,  and  by  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof,  the  figure  “$3,550,000  . 


REPRESENTATION  OF  INDIGENT 
DEFENDANTS  IN  CRIMINAL  CASES 


The  bill  (S.  895)  to  provide  for  the 
representation  of  indigent  defendants  in 
criminal  cases  in  the  district  courts  of 
the  United  States,  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Over,  Mr.  President. 

I  will  say,  Mr.  President,  that  we  have 
not  had  an  opportunity  to  study  any  bills 
which  may  be  on  the  calendar,  from 
this  point  on. 


BARGAINING  WITH  PURCHASERS 
BY  COOPERATIVE  ASSOCIATIONS 
OF  MILK  PRODUCERS 


Coa 


OFFICER. 


The  bill  (S.  753)  to  authorize  coopera¬ 
tion  associations  of  milk  producers  to 
bargain  with  purchasers  singly  or  in 
groups,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  an¬ 
nounced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Over,  by  request,  Mr. 
President. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  under¬ 
stood  that  an  explanation  of  the  bill  was 
desired. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Vermont  is  recognized. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  can  understand  per¬ 
haps  why  the  Senator  from  California 
might  want  to  have  the  bill  go  over.  As 
^originally  introduced,  the  bill  would 
(ave  applied  to  all  cooperative  asssocia- 
tibns.  There  was  rather  strenuous  ob 
jeccion  from  some  of  the  cooperative 
groirb  associations  on  the  Pacific 
because  of  fear  that  passage  of  the 
would  not  work  out  to  their  advantage. 
Therefore.  the  bill  was  changed  to  ap¬ 
ply  to  millK  marketing  cooperatives  only. 

The  need\for  the  bill  is  that  under 
the  law,  th eNCapper- Volsteap  Act,  the 
cooperative  associations  winch  do  busi¬ 
ness  in  a  marketing  agreement  area  may 
get  together  and  sit  down/with  a  distrib¬ 
utor  to  bargain  inSrel^tion  to  the  dis¬ 
tribution  of  milk,  arid  all  the  coopera¬ 
tives  may  get  togethersand  bargain  with 
the  distributor,  but/therkunder  the  Rob- 
inson-Patman  Acfc'they  nave  to  give  the 
same  identical  therms  to  evSuy  other  dis¬ 
tributor  and  have  to  deal  with  the  dis¬ 
tributors  one/by  one.  For  that  reason, 
the  process'  becomes  rather  \x pensive 
and  it  is  a  rather  cumbersomeWay  of 
doing  business  in  a  milk  marketing  area 
where  there  is  a  Federal  order. 

The.  bill  would  permit  these  groupkto 
(fin  with  more  than  one  handler \t 
a  tfine,  because  they  have  to  give  the: 
aj!  the  same  identical  terms,  whatever 
le  terms  may  be. 

The  bill  has  been  changed.  It  was 
amended  in  the  committee  last  year,  I 
believe,  so  as  to  prohibt  strictly  any  dis¬ 
cussion  of  resale  prices  of  the  milk. 
That  was  to  overcome  an  objection  on 
the  part  of  the  Department  of  Justice. 

After  those  things  were  done,  the  bill 
was  passed  by  the  Senate  last  summer, 
without  any  opposition;  but  failed  of 
passage  in  the  House. 

Under  one  law  the  milk  cooperatives 
have  to  do  one  thing,  and  under  another 
law  they  are  constantly  in  trouble  if 
they  try  to  do  it  in  the  most  efficient 
manner. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no 
personal  objection  to  the  bill,  but  by  re¬ 
quest,  I  ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec¬ 
tion  is  heard,  and  the  bill  will  be  passed 
over. 


That  concludes  the  call  of  the  calen¬ 
dar. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum. 


The  PRESIDING 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  y 
the  roll. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the/ order  for 
the  quorum  call  be  rescinds 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  orde 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  /ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  Chair  lay  before  the 
Senate  the  unfinished  business. 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL 
APPROPRIATIONS,  1959 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  unfin¬ 
ished  business. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (HR.  5916)  making  supple¬ 
mental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1959,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  offer 
the  amendment  which  I  send  to  the  desk 
and  ask  to  have  stated.  It  is  designated 
“4-28-59— A.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  . 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  f 


Illinois  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  31,  it  is 
proposed  to  strike  out  lines  10  through 
18. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  is  directed  toward  elimi¬ 
nating  the  additional  appropriation  of 
$283,000  for  furniture,  and  so  forth  for 
the  new  Senate  Office  Building.  It 
should  be  remembered  that  last  year 
when  this  question  was  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  an  appropriation  of  $1  million  was 
requested.  I  moved  at  the  time  that 
this  figure  be  cut  in  half,  and  stated  that 
in  my  judgment,  $1  million  was  an  ex¬ 
cessive  figure.  I  urged  that  instead  of 
all  the  offices  in  the  new  building  being 
equipped  with  new  furniture,  a  large 
portion  of  the  used  furniture  from  the 
Old  Senate  Office  Building  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  new  building.  The  final 
result  was  that  the  appropriation  for 
$1  million  was  approved  although  that 
amount  represented  $300,000  less  than  ( 
was  originally  requested. 

This  year  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol, 
Mr.  J.  George  Stewart,  came  forth  with 
a  request  that  $293,000  additional  be 
appropriated  for  furniture.  This  re¬ 
quest,  if  granted,  would,  of  course,  prac¬ 
tically  bring  the  total  appropriation 'to 
the  $1,300,000  which  was  requested  last 
year,  which  request  the  Senate  Commit¬ 
tee  rejected  and  reduced  to  $1  million. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  this  year  has  reduced  the  request 
of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  by 
$10,000,  but  retains  a  request  for  a  fur¬ 
ther  appropriation  of  $283,000. 

Upon  close  inspection  of  the  testimony 
of  Mr.  Stewart,  under  cross-examination 
by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Ellender]  and  the  Senator  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi  [Mr.  Stennis],  it  appears  that 
$113,000  of  this  amount  is  to  provide  ad¬ 
ditional  furniture  in  40  office  rooms  of 
the  new  building,  $150,000  is  to  provide 
carpets  in  207  rooms,  at  an  average  cost 
of  approximately  $750  per  room  per 
carpet.  It  is  these  major  items  which 
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I  believe  should  be  eliminated  from  the 
bill.  I  should  like  to  point  out  for  the 
sake  of  the  record  what  every  Senator 
knows,  that  the  corridors  of  the  Old 
Senate  Office  Building  are  jammed  with 
the  furniture  which  has  been  taken  out 
of  the  offices  in  that  building,  and  which 
apparently  is  not  to  be  used  in  the  new 
building. 

I  mentioned  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  yesterday  the  results  of  the  census 
which  I  had  taken  of  the  furniture.  We 
had  a  count  made  yesterday.  We  found 
in  the  corridors  and  in  the  attic  of  the 
Old  Senate  Office  Building  375  desks. 
That  ought  to  be  enough  to  provide  fur¬ 
niture  for  40  offices.  We  found  215  steel 
filing  cabinets.  That  number  would  pro¬ 
vide  five  filing  cabinets  to  an  office.  We 
also  found  400  chairs.  That  would  make 
10  chairs  to  an  office.  I  mentioned  the 
fact  that  there  were  also  bookcases  in 
the  corridors,  but  I  did  not  mention  the 
number,  because  I  had  not  then  taken  a 
census.  However,  I  have  had  a  census 
taken  this  morning,  covering  the  four 
floors  of  the  Old  Senate  Office  Building. 
We  found  85  bookcases  there. 

Therefore  we  have  ample  furniture, 
hnore  than  enough,  to  equip  the  40  offices. 
There  is  no  necessity  whatever  to  spend 
$113,000  for  furniture. 

Now  $150,000  is  requested  for  carpets. 
The  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  Mr.  J. 
George  Stewart,  and  the  architects  whom 
he  has  engaged  for  the  building,  were 
supposed  to  exercise  great  ingenuity  in 
laying  out  the  offices.  They  provided  that 
the  inner  office  of  each  Senator’s  suite 
should  have  a  carpet,  and  the  other  of¬ 
fices  were  to  have  very  fine  rubber  tile 
on  the  floor.  The  tile  has  been  put  in  at 
great  expense.  Now  it  is  claimed  that  the 
rubber  tile  is  so  dangerous  that  it  is 
necessary  to  have  carpets  put  down  over 
it,  at  a  cost  of  $750  per  carpet.  That  is 
$150,000  more.  There  are  other  items, 
too,  which  are  not  needed,  because  we 
have  on  hand  85  bookcases,  and  there  is 
no  need  for  additional  steel  bookcases. 

Therefore,  this  whole  appropriation  is 
unnecessary.  At  a  time  when  the  ad¬ 
ministration  is  making  appeals  to  us  to 
balance  the  budget,  I  believe  it  ill  be¬ 
hooves  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  ap¬ 
pointed  by  the  President,  and  who  holds 
his  office  at  the  pleasure  of  the  President, 
to  come  forward  with  this  request  for 
expenditures  for  luxurious  equipment. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  not  an  issue  be¬ 
tween  the  Senator  from  Illinois  and  the 
Appropriations  Committee.  Last  night  I 
paid  sincere  tribute  to  the  members  of 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  par¬ 
ticularly  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Arizona,  the  committee  chairman  [Mr. 
Hayden],  and  I  also  paid  tribute  to  the 
very  able  chairman  of  the  subcommittee, 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Chavez],  They  can  in  no  sense  be  held 
responsible  for  what  is  going  on.  They 
are  busy  men.  The  Architect  of  the 
Capitol  works  at  this  job  day  in  and  day 
out  with  his  staff  assistants,  and  I  be¬ 
lieve,  to  say  the  least,  he  has  not  been 
economical  in  the  expenditure  of  public 
funds. 

This  is  only  a  part  of  the  general  pro¬ 
gram  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  is 
carrying  out.  He  was  largely  the  moving 


spirit' behind  the  construction  of  another 
House  Office  Building.  Its  exact  cost  is 
not  certain,  but  this  morning’s  Washing¬ 
ton  Post  states  it  is  to  be  $84  million. 
It  will  be  interesting  to  see  whether  this 
figure  will  increase  as  the  work  pro¬ 
gresses. 

Mr.  Stewart  was  largely  responsible 
for  the  building  of  the  new  Senate  Office 
Building,  wThich  initially  was  promised  to 
cost  only  $20,600,000,  but  which  now  will 
cost  over  $25  million,  and  which,  with 
the  request  for  $750,000  more  for  con¬ 
struction  and  equipment  in  the  new 
building,  the  request  for  $283,000  for 
furniture,  the  request  for  $4  million  for 
completing  the  subway,  and  bringing  it 
across  the  road,  and  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  terminal  which  will  rival  the 
Moscow  subway,  will  cost  only  $5  mil¬ 
lion  more  or  a  total  of  over  $30  mil¬ 
lion. 

Therefore,  if  we  approve  the  program 
of  the  Capitol  Architect,  we  will  have  an 
expenditure  of  $30,500,000.  And  the  end 
may  not  be  yet.  I  say  that  because  in 
tne  testimony  which  the  Architect  gave 
before  the  subcommittee  it  was  apparent 
that  he  would  like  to  redevelop  the  north 
or  Senate  wing,  and  that  he  also  has 
designs  on  the  House  wing.  We  know 
that  he  is  reconstructing  the  central  por¬ 
tion  of  the  Capitol  at  a  cost  of  at  least 
$17  million. 

Therefore,  the  Architect  of  the  Cap¬ 
itol  has  mapped  out  a  gigantic  program. 
What  we  are  really  trying  to  do  is  to 
help  the  members  of  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  who  are  busy  men  deal¬ 
ing  with  many  other  things,  to  resist  the 
blandishments  of  the  Capitol  Architect. 
I  say  that  this  is  not  a  case  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  versus  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  in  any  sense.  It  is  a 
case  of  the  people  of  the  United  States 
versus  the  bureaucracy  of  the  Eisen¬ 
hower  administration. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  I  warmly  commend 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  for  the  pend- 
ihg  amendment  and  for  the  series  of 
amendments  which  I  understand  he  in¬ 
tends  to  call  up.  This  is  not  an  easy 
or  pleasant  thing  to  do,  but  it  is  essen¬ 
tial  and  important  that  it  be  done. 

I  also  commend  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  for  his  remarks  about  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Appropriations.  I  read  his  speech 
of  last  night,  in  which  he  emphasized 
the  fact  that  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  has  done  an  outstanding  job,  and 
a  very  thorough  job.  Service  on  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  is  perhaps 
the  most  onerous  and  difficult  work  in 
the  Senate.  The  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  have  done  an  extremely  good  job. 
I  am  sure  that  the  amendments  offei'ed 
by  the  Senator  from  Illinois  are  offered 
in  a  spirit  of  constructiveness  and  in  an 
attempt  to  try  to  improve  somewhat  the 
excellent  work  which  the  members  of 
the  committee  have  already  done. 

It  is  extremely  important  for  U.S.  Sen¬ 
ators,  who  believe  in  economy,  to  set  a 
good  example  themselves.  As  I  under¬ 
stand,  the  furniture  to  which  the  Senator 


has  referred  is  for  the  use  of  Senators 
and  their  staffs. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  correct.  And 
it  is  also  for  use  by  committees. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  And  committees 
also,  on  which,  of  course,  the  Senator 
serves. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  In  the  second 
place,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  whether  there  has  been  any 
reply  to  him  to  the  effect  that  the  furni¬ 
ture  is  obsolete  or  cannot  be  used.  I 
refer  to  the  furniture  which  he  found  in 
the  corridors  and’  in  the  attic  of  the  Old 
Senate  Office  Building. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Of  course,  it  has  been 
used.  It  was  used  until  the  last  few 
days.  It  was  used  in  the  present  or  Old 
Senate  Office  Building.  I  have  such 
furniture  in  my  own  office.  I  believe 
that  furniture,  like  wine,  improves  with 
age.  The  old  chairs  are  more  comfort¬ 
able  than  the  new  chairs.  The  old 
couches  are  more  comfortable  than  the 
new  ones.  The  old  desks  are  perfectly 
adequate. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  Can  the  Senator 
from  Illinois,  with  his  fertile  imagina¬ 
tion,  think  of  anything  which  would 
justify  the  new  furniture  on  the  ground 
that  it  will  provide  better  service  for  the 
increased  taxes  which  will  result? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  No ;  I  think  it  is  sheer 
waste. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Before  any  furniture 
was  decided  upon  for  the  new  building', 
a  questionnaire  was  sent  to  each  and 
every  Senator.  The  new  furniture  was 
not  forced  upon  Senators.  They  were 
asked  in  the  questionnaire  whether  they 
wanted  to  move  to  the  new  building  and 
also  whether  they  wanted  to  take  with 
them  their  old  furniture,  or  to  have  new 
furniture  provided. 

Seventy-two  percent  of  the  Senators 
who  answered  wanted  to  move  to  the 
new  building  and  to  have  new  furniture. 
That  was  the  only  reason  why  the  buying 
of  new  furniture  was  recommended. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  This  is  a  new  Con¬ 
gress.  There  are  many  new  Senators. 
When  the  new  Senators  came  here,  they 
did  not  commit  themselves  on  a  ques¬ 
tionnaire.  Apparently  28  percent  of  the 
Senators  who  answered  the  question¬ 
naire,  plus  some  of  the  other  Senators, 
did  not  want  new  furniture.  Since 
there  are  some  300  offices  in  the  new 
building,  this  furnishing  of  40  offices 
really  refers  to  only  13  percent  of  the 
offices. 

So  I  think  under  my  proposal  it  will 
be  possible  to  provide  the  simple  life  for 
those  who  like  simplicity  and  will  not 
force  upon  them  the  expenditures  of  the 
unwilling  and  imprudent;  namely,  lux¬ 
ury  and  extravagance. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  A  number  of  the  sen¬ 
ior  Senators  are  remaining  in  the  old 
building.  I  do  not  know  how  many 
rooms  the  Senator  from  Illinois  has  at 
the  moment. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  have  six. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  know  the  Senator  is 
going  to  have  two  additional  rooms  as¬ 
signed  to  him. 
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Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  will  have  two  ad¬ 
ditional  rooms  assigned  to  me,  after 
having  handled  a  large  volume  of  work 
for  10  years  with  only  four  offices. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  think  the  Senator  is 
entitled  to  the  additional  rooms. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico.  I  am  happy  with  the 
old  furniture. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  know  the  Senator  is. 
Everyone  of  those  rooms  has  a  rug  in  it, 
and  has  had  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  If  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  thinks  there  is  danger  of 
slipping,  I  will  allow  him  to  have  the 
rugs  taken  up  from  my  offices  and  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  New  Senate  Office  Building, 
to  be  laid  there. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  No  one  denies  the  sin¬ 
cerity  of  purpose  or  the  honesty  of  the 
Senator  from  Illinois.  But,  after  all, 
certain  committees  have  certain  respon¬ 
sibilities  given  to  them  by  law.  There 
is  a  reason  why  all  these  things  have 
been  done.  In  connection  with  the  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  Capitol,  it  was  carried  in 
the  Legislative  Appropriation  Act  of 
1956. 

Public  Law  242,  84th  Congress,  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  extension,  reconstruction, 
and  replacement  of  the  central  portion 
of  the  Capitol  in  substantial  accordance 
with  an  approved  architectural  plan,  but 
“with  such  modifications  and  additions, 
including  provision  for  restaurant  facili¬ 
ties,  and  such  other  facilities  in  the 
Capitol  Grounds,  together  with  utilities, 
equipment,  approaches,  and  other  ap¬ 
purtenant  or  necessary  items,  as  may  be 
approved  by  said  Commission.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Will  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  forgive  me  for  inter¬ 
rupting  him?  I  think  he  is  reading  from 
the  authorization  for  the  changes  in  the 
central  portion  of  the  Capitol,  not  the 
authorization  for  the  new  office  building. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  one  of  those 
who  voted  against  that  authorization, 
but  I  do  not  think  what  I  am  now  dis¬ 
cussing  relates  to  that. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  It  has  to  do  with  the 
tunnel  to  which  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  has  referred. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  shall  come  to  the 
tunnel  in  another  amendment;  for  the 
moment  I  am  speaking  about  furniture, 
carpets,  et  cetera. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Referring  to  furniture, 
whether  the  Senators  who  answered  the 
questionnaire  are  now  Members  of  the 
Senate  or  not,  they  were  then  Senators 
of  the  United  States.  Seventy-two  per¬ 
cent  of  them,  after  they  were  asked, 
stated  that  they  wanted  to  move  into  the 
new  building,  and  that  they  wanted  new 
furniture.  Many  Senators  discussed  the 
question  with  their  office  personnel — 
typists,  clerks,  and  administrative  as¬ 
sistants.  The  personnel  informed  their 
respective  Senators  that  they  wanted 
new  furniture.  The  committee  Was  only 
trying  to  carry  out  the  desires  of  the 
Senators. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  think  another  vote 
should  be  taken  on  this  question,  so 
that  the  Senate  as  a  whole  can  pass  upon 
the  matter.  The  86th  Congress  has  a 
number  of  new  Senators.  Some  of  them 
may  be  of  a  different  mind. 


Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  am  glad  there  are 
new  Senators  here.  The  project  of  the 
new  Senate  Office  Building  was  started 
by  a  predecessor  of  the  Senator  from 
Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  correct;  the 
man  whom  I  defeated  for  the  Senate. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Probably  on  that  idea. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  No,  no;  that  was  not 
an  issue  in  the  campaign. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Or  on  that  justifica¬ 
tion.  Nevertheless,  it  was  started  in 
1949,  but  the  start  of  the  project  was 
delayed  so  often  that  it  became  neces¬ 
sary  to  wait  until  1954.  At  that  time, 
costs  had  risen.  That  is  why  the  costs 
for  the  construction  and  furnishing  of 
the  new  building  have  been  so  high.  But 
the  furniture  was  not  forced  on  Senators 
at  all. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  I  was  talked  into 
moving  into  the  new  office  building  by 
my  staff  when  I  was  in  Wisconsin. 
When  I  returned  and  found  I  had  been 
moved,  I  was  most  unhappy  about  it 
and  changed  my  mind,  but  too  late.  I 
think  one  of  the  prerogatives  of  the 
office  of  a  Senator  is  that  a  Senator  may 
change  his  mind  once  in  awhile.  I 
should  like  to  change  my  mind  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  questionnaire  which  was 
circulated.  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  whether  he  has  any  knowledge  that 
such  a  questionnaire  has  been  circulated 
with  respect  to  carpets.  My  office  is  now 
in  the  new  office  building.  Four  of  the 
five  rooms  of  my  suite  are  not  carpeted. 

I  presume  the  proposal  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate  now  is  to  carpet  those  rooms. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  I,  myself,  think  it 
would  be  bad  for  a  number  of  reasons. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Carpeting  would  be 
bad. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  I  think  carpeting 
would  tend  to  destroy  attractiveness  of 
appearance.  I  think  the  additional  ex¬ 
pense  of  $150,000  to  lay  carpets,  without 
asking  Senators  about  it,  would  be  an 
extravagance. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  think  it  would  make 
the  Senate  look  ridiculous,  very  frankly. 
We  should  all  care  sufficiently  for  the 
good  reputation  of  the  Senate  not  to 
take  such  action. 

I  had  hoped  that  the  members  of  the 
committee  would  withdraw  their  re¬ 
quests,  because,  frankly,  I  think  they 
have  been  talked  into  this  by  the  Archi¬ 
tect  of  the  Capitol.  I  do  not  see  any 
reason  why  we  should  defend  his  bu¬ 
reaucracy.  The  Architect  of  the  Capitol 
is  not  chosen  by  either  Congress  or  those 
who  elect  the  Members  of  Congress;  he 
is  appointed  by  the  President.  He  holds 
office  at  the  pleasure  of  the  President. 
His  appointment  does  not  have  to  be 
confirmed  by  Congress. 

Mi-.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Would  not  the  Senator 
agree  to  an  appropriation  large  enough  - 
to  paint  some  attractive,  lively  murals 
on  the  walls  of  the  tunnel  between  the 
Old  Senate  Office  Building  and  the  New 
Senate  Office  Building? 
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Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  think  there  is  much 
to  be  said  for  paintings  around  the  Cap¬ 
itol.  I  think  they  would  perhaps  cover 
up1  some  of  the  other  atrocities.  I  have 
often  thought  the  walls  could  be  used 
for  paintings;  but  the  trouble  is  that 
when  such  a  suggestion  is  made,  every¬ 
one  has  a  different  idea  of  what  is  art. 
I  once  got  into  a  very  unhappy  experi¬ 
ence  on  that  subject  when  I  helped  to 
arrange  for  the  decoration  of  some  Mid¬ 
western  post  offices.  There  is  always  a 
controversy  between  the  traditionalists 
and  the  modernists,  between  the  clas¬ 
sicists  and  the  neoclassicists,  between 
the  portrait  painters  and  the  landscape 
painters.  So  it  is  very  difficult  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  kind  of  paintings  to  be  used, 
and  alsd  where  the  portraits  shall  come 
from.  The  Senator  from  Vermont  comes 
from  a  State  which  has  some  very  emi¬ 
nent  painters — at  least,  they  spend  their 
summers  in  Vermont. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  They  spend  winters 
there,  too.  Even  a  snow  scene  would  be 
better  than  the  present  drab  walls. 
When  one  walks  through  the  tunnel  now 
he  gets  the  impression  that  a  chair  may 
be  waiting  for  him  at  the  other  end. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  One  of  the  paintings 
I  like  is  of  Mount  Equinox.  I  would  be 
glad  to  see  a  painting  of  Mount  Equinox, 
if  we  could  have  one  of  the  Dunes,  as 
well. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  Although  this  is  a 
small  item,  it  is  one  of  great  importance, 
because  it  will  reduce  the  expense  of 
the  U.S.  Senate.  This  is  a  proposal  for 
spending  made  by  an  officer  appointed 
by  the  administration. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  Appointed  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  The  position  of  the 
Democratic  Senator  from  Illinois  is  that 
the  proposal  is  wasteful. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  So  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  feels  that  we  should  not 
only  oppose  wasteful  spending,  but  that 
we  should  accomplish,  in  practice,  econ¬ 
omy  on  ourselves  and  in  our  own  offices. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  correct. 

And  I  hope  our  good  friends  on  the 
Appropriations  Committee,  on  both  the 
Democratic  side  and  the  Republican  side, 
will  disavow  this  attempt  to  use  them  to 
help  obtain  expenditures  for  luxurious 
items. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
last  argument  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  had  not  convinced  me  that  he  is 
wrong,  I  might  agree  with  him.  But  he 
is  willing  to  spend  money  to  have  pictures 
of  landscapes  painted  on  tunnel  walls, 
although  he  is  not  willing  to  have  carpets 
placed  in  the  new  building,  so  the  girls 
in  the  offices  will  not  break  their  legs. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  meant  to  say  that 
the  paintings  should  be  donated;  and  I 
am  willing  to  subscribe  to  a  fund  for 
decorating  the  walls.  I  will  start  the 
fund  right  now;  I  will  give  $20  for  a  good 
mural. 

In  fact,  I  will  moke  another  offer;  I 
will  offer  to  buy  rubber  heels  for  every 
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clerk,  male  or  female,  in  the  250  offices; 
and  if  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
will  send  me  the  foot  measurements  of 
his  clerks,  I  will  send  the  heels  to  him 
tonight. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  wish  wholeheartedly 
to  endorse  the  .offer  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  has  made  for  the  purchase  of 
heels  for  all  employees  who  work  in  the 
Senate  Office  Building — because,  al¬ 
though  he  may  not  know  it,  in  one  town 
in  Vermont  more  heels  are  manufactured 
than  in  all  the  rest  of  the  country  put 
together.  In  that  town,  soles  are  made, 
too. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  was  going  to  ask 
whether  Vermont  had  the  record  for  the 
number  of  heels  which  it  produces. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  That  is  correct;  more 
heels  are  made  in  that  one  town  than 
in  all  the  rest  of  the  country  put  to¬ 
gether — and  they  are  for  sale. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  a  dubious 
distinction. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  think  the  offer  was 
dubious,  too.  [Laughter.] 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  for  yielding  to  me. 

It  is  very  laudable  of  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  to  try  to  purchase  rubber  heels 
and  soles  for  the  girls  who  work  in  the 
Senate  Office  Building. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
at  all  necessary,  but  I  am  willing  to  do 
it. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Let  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  try  to  do  it,  and  let  him  see  how 
many  acceptances  he  will  get.  Evi¬ 
dently,  he  does  not  know  the  girls. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  A  second  argument 
which  has  been  advanced  is  that  the 
electric  typewriters  make  so  much  noise 
that  it  is  necessary  to  install  carpets,  in 
order  to  deaden  the  sound.  But  there  is 
already  good  insulation  on  walls  and 
the  ceiling. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  For  the  moment,  I 
shall  confine  my  remarks  to  the  sugges¬ 
tion  about  heels. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  not  an  expert 
on  that  subject. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Two  girls  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  Office  Building  already  have  broken 
their  legs  while  they  were  working  there. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  What  are  their 
flames? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  do  not  recall  their 
names.  But  they  had  to  go  to  the  hos¬ 
pital. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Did  they  break  their 
legs,  or  did  they  just  fall?  Many  women 
have  fallen,  you  know — although  not  in 
the  Senate  Office  Building. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  My  point  is  that  we 
do  -not  want  the  young  women  who 
work  in  the  Senate  Office  Building  to 
be  injured  in  any  way. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  danger;  I  think  it  is  a  safe  build¬ 
ing — safe  physically  and  safe  morally. 
I  repudiate  the  suggestion  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  Mexico. 


Mr.  CHAVEZ.  No;  the  suggestion 
which  was  made  was  that  the  Senator 
did  not  want  anyone  to  fall  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  Office  Building. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  is  very  solicitous. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Yes,  I  am.  I  have  a 
good  office  force.  I  am  very  proud  of 
those  who  work  for  me.  I  never  saw 
harder  work  done  anywhere  in  Wash¬ 
ington  than  the  work  that  is  done  by 
the  young  women  who  work  for  the 
Members  of  Congress. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  But  I  do  not  think 
they  need  $150,000  worth  of  carpets. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  They  do  not  have  the 
benefit  of  8-hour  laws  or  NRA  hours. 
If  the  Senator  for  whom  they  work 
wants  them  to  work  until  8  or  9  o’clock 
in  the  evening,  they  will  be  there. 
Some  of  them  work  until  10  or  12  o’clock 
at  night. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  This  is  not  an  at¬ 
tack  on  the  office  force  of  the  Senate. 
It  is  an  attempt  to  save  money  for  the 
taxpayers,  because  throughout  the 
country  people  are  in  trouble;  and 
many  of  those  who  are  in  trouble  are 
compelled  to  pay  Federal  taxes  that,  if 
we  are  not  careful,  will  be  wasted.  So 
we  have  the  obligation  to  be  economical. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Of  course.  But  the 
Appropriations  Committee  also  has  an 
obligation. 

This  supplemental  appropriation  bill 
is  not  the  creature  of  any  particular 
member  of  the  committete.  The  bill 
comes  from  the  whole  committee.  The 
chairman  of  the  committee,  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden],  pre¬ 
sided  over  the  committee’s  consideration 
of  the  bill.  I  participated  in  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  items  in  regard  to  the 
new  office  building  and  the  so-called 
tunnel.  I  also  participated  in  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  items  which  affect  the 
Department  of  Defense.  Other  Sena¬ 
tors  who  are  on  the  committee  worked 
on  the  items  which  affect  other  depart¬ 
ments. 

So  the  bill  which  has  been  reported 
to  the  Senate  by  the  committee  is  the 
work  of  the  whole  committee.  We 
worked  on  the  bill  in  the  best  faith. 
The  bill  as  we  have  reported  it  calls 
for  appropriations  of  $82  million  less 
than  the  amounts  called  for  by  the 
budget;  and  I  do  not  think  that  is  a 
very  small  amount  of  money. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Let  me  say  to  my 
good  friend,  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico,  that  I  was  very  careful,  both 
last  night  and  in  the  beginning  of  my  re¬ 
marks  today,  to  make  it  clear  that  I  was 
not  reflecting  in  the  slightest  on  the 
members  of  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee.  I  do  not  want  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  to  try  to  make  my  amend¬ 
ment  appear  to  be  an  attack  upon  their 
integi'ity,  their  devotion  to  the  country, 
or  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  do  not  so  regard  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  But  all  Members  of 
the  Senate  who  vote  for  the  passage 
of  the  bill  will,  in  essence,  approve  all 
the  items  contained  in  it.  If  my  amend¬ 
ment  is  rejected,  that  will  mean  that 
Senators  approve  of  this  appropriation 
of  $283,000;  and  then,  when  we  return 


to  our  States,  we  shall  have  to  defend 
our  action,  because  this  is  a  democracy. 

Personally,  I  do  not  think  an  item  of 
this  kind  can  legitimately  be  defended. 
I  would  hate  to  be  asked,  when  I  was  in 
Illinois,  “Why  did  you  vote  for  spending 
money  for  furniture  which  was  not 
needed  and  for  carpets  on  floors  which 
already  are  expensive — because  they  al¬ 
ready  have  rubber  tiling?” 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  If  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  will  permit  me  to  speak  further, 
let  me  say  there  are  better  floors  in  the 
old  Senate  Office  Building,  because  those 
floors  are  marble.  Nevertheless,  there 
are  carpets  on  them. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes;  I  am  very  glad 
to  yield  to  my  very  dear  friend,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  North  Dakota,  whom  all  of 
us  love.  If  anyone  is  in  trouble,  he  can 
be  certain  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  will  come  to  his  or  her  aid. 
Moreover,  there  is  a  touch  of  mischief 
in  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota.  So 
I  await  with  interest  what  he  is  going 
to  say. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  want  to  come  to  the 
aid  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  because 
I  think  he  is  in  trouble.  [Laughter.] 

Some  years  ago,  before  I  was  reelected, 
I  conceived  the  idea  of  taking  back  to 
North  Dakota,  with  me,  the  desk  I  had 
in  my  office  in  the  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing.  Therefore,  I  had  it  appraised;  I 
wanted  to  know  what  I  would  have  to 
pay  for  that  old  desk.  To  my  surprise, 
it  was  appraised  at  $800. 

As  I  understand  from  reading  the 
newspapers,  there  are  scores  of  these 
desks.  Can  the  Senator  tell  me  the 
number? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes;  there  are  375 
good  desks  in  the  corridors  and  in  the 
attic. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  am  talking  about 
the  desks  that  Senators  use.  Mine  was 
appraised  at  $800.  And,  even  then, 
those  in  charge  said  they  would  not  sell 
it,  because  they  could  not  replace  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  is  talking  on  my  side  of 
the  issue. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Yes,  I  am  talking  on 
the  Senator’s  side;, I  am  helping  him. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Good. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Because  I  think  he  is 
absolutely  right.  I  do  not  see  how  we 
can  go  before  the  taxpayers  and  justify 
the  purchase  of  scores  and  scores  and 
scores  of  expensive  new  desks,  when  we 
already  have  all  those  desks  available 
for  use.  I  do  not  know  of  any  Member 
of  this  body  who  would  not  be  able  to 
use  one  of  those  old  desks? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota. 

Does  not  he  also  believe  that  the 
chairs  we  have  are  good,  too? 

Mr.  LANGER.  They  certainly  are. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Four  hundred  of 
them  are  stacked  up.  Could  not  they 
be  moved  into  the  new  offices?  And 
there  are  85  good  wooden  bookcases. 
They  do  not  need  to  be  scrapped  and  to 
be  replaced  with  steel  bookcases,  do 
they?  And  there  are  215  steel  filing 
cases,  each  with  4  drawers. 
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Mr.  LANGER.  I  wish  to  say  that  both 
the  Republican  platform  and  the  Demo¬ 
cratic  platform  called  for  economy. 
Here  we  have  a  chance  to  show  that  we 
are  really  in  favor  of  economy.  So  I 
shall  support  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  As  always,  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  North  Dakota  is  the  friend  of 
the  underdog. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  recall 
that  at  one  time  Secretary  Wilson  made 
a  reference  to  kennels  and  dogs.  So 
there  is  nothing  wrong  there. 

In  reference  to  the  desks  which  now 
are  piled  up  in  every  corridor  of  the  Old 
Senate  Office  Building,  let  me  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  that  as  soon  as  the 
two  extra  rooms  are  made  available  to 
Senators,  after  the  reconstruction  work 
is  done,  every  one  of  those  desks  will  be 
used  in  those  rooms.  They  are  not  to  be 
given  away  to  anyone,  or  sold.  They  are 
to  be  put  back  in  the  rooms  of  the  Old 
Senate  Office  Building. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  already  have  my 
old  desk  and  chairs.  I  believe  Senators 
in  the  new  building,  with  the  exception 
of  some  of  their  rooms,  already  have 
their  desks  and  chairs.  What  the  Sen¬ 
ator  is  asking  is  that  we  equip  all  the 
offices  in  the  new  building  with  new 
furniture.  I  am  saying  now,  as  I  said 
last  year,  that  I  think  we  should  utilize 
a  large  portion  of  the  old  furniture,  in¬ 
stead  of  scrapping  it  and  throwing  it 
away. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  do  not  doubt  the 
sincerity  of  purpose  of  the  Senator  from 
Illinois - 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  do  not  doubt  the 
sincerity  of  purpose  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico,  so  we  are  even. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  do  not  doubt  a  word 
the  Senator  says.  I  am  trying  to  ex¬ 
plain  why  the  action  complained  of  was 
taken.  I  have  absolutely  no  quarrel 
with  the  argument  of  the  Senator  from 
Illinois,  because  I  know  he  believes  in 
what  he  is  urging - 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Why  does  not  the 
Senator  support  me,  then?  I  will  with¬ 
draw  my  amendment  and  the  Senator 
can  offer  the  amendment,  if  he  cares  to. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  was  not  present,  but 
I  understand  there  was  some  discussion 
about  the  tunnel  yesterday. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes.  I  am  coming 
to  that  in  a  moment. 

Mr.  LANGER.  We  are  trying  to  run 
the  whole  world,  and  countries  all  over 
the  earth.  We  have  American  boys 
sticking  their  noses  into  every  country 
of  the  world  except  Russia  and  the  satel¬ 
lite  countries.  Yet  we  are  not  smart 
enough  to  build  a  tunnel  from  the  Capi¬ 
tol  to  the  Senate  Office  Building.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  think  the  Senator 
is  completely  correct.  The  tunnel  is  a 
blind  alley.  I  shall  come  to  that  sub¬ 
ject  later.  Right  now  I  want  to  stick 
to  the  subject  of  furniture. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  want  the  Senator  to 
know  I  am  going  to  aid  him  in  the  tun¬ 
nel  amendment  also. 


Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Good  for  the  Senator. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  If  we  want  to  save 
money,  there  are  many  ways  in  which  we 
can  do  so.  In  the  same  bill,  the  commit¬ 
tee  restored  $100  million  for  foreign  aid. 
The  Senator  is  not  willing  to  provide 
real  necessities  for  our  offices  in  order 
that  the  service  Senators  render  may  be 
facilitated,  but  he  possibly  will  vote  for 
the  restoration  of  the  $100  million.  The 
Senator  could  save  $100  million  on  that 
item. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  request  for  the 
restoration  of  the  $100  million  was  made 
by  the  President.  Indeed,  the  restora¬ 
tion  was  less  than  he  requested.  He 
wanted  $125  million.  The  committee  re¬ 
stored  $100  million.  I  may  say  that  al¬ 
though  I  have  been  a  supporter  of  foreign 
aid,  I  am  in  doubt  as  to  how  I  am  going 
to  vote  this  time.  I  am  tired  not  only  of 
waste,  but  I  am  sick  and  tired  of  support¬ 
ing  the  administration  on  foreign  aid 
measures  and  then  finding  that  the  Re¬ 
publican^  Party  and  the  Republican  ad¬ 
ministration,  because  I  supported  this 
administration  on  foreign  aid,  accuse  me 
of  being  a  wild  spender.  So  do  not  count 
me  necessarily  as  a  supporter  of  the  for¬ 
eign  aid  appropriation.  I  am  in  doubt 
as  to  how  I  shall  vote.  But  I  should  like 
to  point  out  that  it  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  subject  of  furniture.  The 
“flowers  that  bloom  in  the  spring  tra-la” 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  question  of 
furniture. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  question  does  have 
something  to  do  with  it,  because  the 
item  is  in  the  bill,  and  the  Senate  will 
come  to  it  eventually.  The  committee 
was  not  willing  to  give  $2  million  to  the 
State  of  West  Virginia  so  that  people 
there  could  be  put  to  work.  There  are 
about  60,000  miners  out  of  work.  Yet, 
money  is  provided  in  this  bill  to  build  a 
dam  in  Taiwan. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  If  the  Senator  is  will¬ 
ing  to  eliminate  the  item  for  furniture 
and  furnishings  and  apply  the  $283,000 
for  the  relief  of  unemployed,  I  would  be 
willing  to  withdraw  both  amendments 
and  propose  to  provide  that  the  money 
should  be  used  for  the  distribution  of 
food  in  West  Virginia  and  Kentucky. 

Will  the  Senator  agree  to  that? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  would  be  glad  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  such  relief. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Would  the  Senator 
agree  to  put  the  $4,283,000  which  is  in¬ 
volved  in  a  fund  to  purchase  surplus 
food  and  distribute  the  food  to  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  West  Virginia  and  Kentucky? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  will  tell  the  Senator 
why  I  will  not  agree. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Oh.  [Laughter.] 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  Senator  does  not 
want  waste,  and  I  am  for - 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Does  the  Senator 
mean  he  is  for  waste? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  am  against  the  waste 
of  money  we  appropriate. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Oh. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  We  have  spent  prob¬ 
ably  as  much  as  we  are  going  to  get  for 
the  new  tunnel.  If  the  new  tunnel  is  not 
completed,  it  will  .come  to  a  dead  end 
and  will  be  a  complete  waste. 


Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  will  not  speak  about 
it  until  later,  except  to  say  that  the 
Architect  of  the  Capitol  has  apparently 
tried  to  confront  us  with  an  accomplished 
fact,  and  has  not  observed  due  caution 
and  architectural  commonsense  in  the 
laying  out  of  the  tunnel,  but,  instead, 
has  brought  the  tunnel  to  about  100  feet 
from  the  Senate  wing  of  the  Capitol.  He 
now  wants  about  $4  million  to  complete 
it. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  hope  the  Senator  real¬ 
izes  there  is  more  than  one  way  to 
waste  money.  The  tight  money,  high 
interest  rate  policy  of  the  present  Ad¬ 
ministration  has  cost  this  country  about 
$8  billion  in  taxes.  That  policy  has  cost 
probably  1,000  times  as  much  as  the 
total  savings  which  would  have  been  ef¬ 
fected  had  the  amendments  the  Senator 
has  offered  to  reduce  expenditures  of 
the  Government  been  enacted.  The 
Senator  has  been  quoted  as  advocating 
the  high  interest  policies.  Those  pol¬ 
icies  have  resulted  in  costing  the  people 
of  this  Nation  about  $15  billion  each 
year.  It  operates  as  hidden  taxes  on 
the  masses  of  our  people. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  may  say  that  the 
quotations  which  have  been  used  by 
Secretary  Humphrey  have  embarrassed 
me,  too.  First  I  am  held  up  as  a  wild 
spender.  Then  I  am  called  a  fiscal 
savior.  I  will  discuss  the  question  later 
of  whether  the  Federal  Reserve  Board 
should  support  the  bond  market  and 
keep  the  interest  rates  artificially  low; 
but  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  and  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  are  trying  to 
lead  us  away  from  the  issue  now  before 
the  Senate.  The  issue  is  whether  the 
Senate  should  spend  $283,000  for  furni¬ 
ture  and  carpets  which  are  not  needed. 
That  is  the  issue. 

I  am  pained  to  see  my  fellow  Demo¬ 
crats  pulling  the  chestnuts  out  of  the 
fire  for  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  Mr. 
J.  George  Stewart,  a  Republican,  who 
was  nominated  by  a  Republican  Presi¬ 
dent,  and  not  confirmed  by  the  Senate, 
who  holds  office  at  the  will  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent.  I  am  pained  to  see  my  fellow 
Democrats  rush  to  his  defense. 

Mr.  LONG.  If  the  Senator  would  re¬ 
strict  his  amendment  to  providing  that 
no  Republican’s  office  shall  have  car¬ 
pets,  I  might  be  willing  to  go  along,  but 
I  expect  to  vote  to  have  the  rugs  where 
secretaries  of  Democrats  are  going  to  be 
walking  in  the  offices. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  do  not  think  we 
should  spend  $150,000  for  those  rugs.  I 
do  not  believe  in  it. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  If  we  may  get  back 
to  a  pertinent  matter - 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  It  would  be  welcome, 
indeed,  to  get  back  to  something 
pertinent. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  %  Something  has 
been  said  which,  if  it  can  be  verified, 
would  have  great  influence  on  me.  The 
implication  was  made  that  if  the  $113,000 
for  additional  furniture  is  no  provided. 
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then  staff  assistants  in  the  offices  of  Sen¬ 
ators  would  be  without  desks,  chairs,  or 
necessary  files.  If  that  is  not  true,  if  the 
furniture  referred  to  by  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  is  sufficient  to  cover  all  the 
needs  of  Senators’  offices,  then  I  would 
enthusiastically  support  his  position.  I 
do  not  know  how  any  Senator  could  be 
against  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  may  say  that  on 
page  1163  of  the  hearings  there  is  a  state¬ 
ment  on  the  construction  of  the  addi¬ 
tional  Senate  office  building.  Cross- 
examination  about  that  matter  appears 
on  succeeding  pages. 

There  has  already  been  spent,  for  fur¬ 
niture  and  furnishings,  roughly,  nearly 
a  mililion  dollars.  On  page  1176  of  the 
hearings  there  iS"a  list  of  the  items,  by 
contractor  and  by  method  of  awarding 
the  contract.  The  total  is  almost  a  mil¬ 
lion  dollars,  so  that  much  has  been  spent 
on  furniture  already. 

There  are  40  offices  which  have  not 
been  equipped  with  new  furniture.  My 
proposal  is  to  take  the  surplus  of  used 
furniture  and  put  it  into  the  40  offices 
and  committee  rooms. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  The  position  of  the 
Senator  from  Illinois,  as  I  understand 
it,  is  that  since  the  size  of  staff  has  not 
changed  much,  with  only  two  Senators 
more  than  there  were  last  year,  the  mil¬ 
lion  dollars  should  be  adequate  to  provide 
all  the  necessary  furniture  we  need  for 
roughly  the  same  sized  staff  and  two 
more  Senators’  offices.  That  is  the  two 
additional  Senators  from  Alaska.  Is 
that  a  correct  understanding? 

'  Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  That 'seems  to  be 
sensible. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  do  not  think  a  million  dollars  was 
needed,  to  begin  with. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  proposed  that  we 
cut  the  million  dollars  to  $500,000. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  the 
original  request  was  for  $1,350,000. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  committee  de¬ 
cided  that  the  work  could  be  done  for  a 
million  dollars.  After  we  went  forward, 
we  found  that  the  million  dollars  would 
not  adequately  furnish  the  building. 
That  is  the  explanation. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  million  dollars 
would  not  furnish  new  furniture  for 
every  person  who  works  in  the  new 
office  building.  My  point  is  that  some 
of  the  used  furniture,  which  has  been 
taken  out  of  the  offices  in  the  old  build¬ 
ing,  could  be  transferred  to  the  new 
building.  That  is  my  position. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  will  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  once  again,  with  regard  to  the  old 
furniture,  that  every  piece  "of  furniture 
presently  there  is  going  to  be  used  in  the 
Old  Senate  Office  Building.  If  we  want 
to  furnish  the  new  offices  in  the  new 
building,  we  will  have  to  provide  new 
furniture.  All  the  furniture  which  can 
be  seen  in  the  hallways  will  be  used. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS'.  All  I  can  talk  about 
is  what  I  know  concerning  my  corridor, 
which  is  one-sixteenth  of  the  building. 
The  offices  along  that  corridor,  so  far 
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as  I  can  tell,  already  have  furniture  in 
them.  I  have  an  adequtae  supply  of 
furniture  in  my  six  rooms.  The  fur¬ 
niture  is  perfectly  adequate.  However, 
there  are  hundreds  of  pieces  in  the  hall, 
and  some  in  the  attic. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  largest  suites  in 
the  old  building  were  probably  four 
rooms.  It  is  contemplated  that  every 
Senator  in  the  old  building  shall  now 
have  six  rooms. 

Mi'.  DOUGLAS.  Senators  already 
have  that  much  room.  The  point  is  that 
in  some  offices  previously  the  clerks  were 
packed  very  closely  together,  and  will 
not  be  packed  as  closely  together  in  the 
future. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Therefore,  there  are 
surplus  desks  which  have  been  moved 
out  into  the  hall. 

For  instance,  in  one  of  my  offices  pre¬ 
viously  I  had  five  assistants  and  now 
there  are  three.  In  another  office  I 
had  five  assistants,  and  now  there  are 
two.  The  surplus  stock  would  have  been 
moved  out  into  the  hall,  except  that  we 
moved  it  laterally  along  the  line  into  the 
new  offices.  We  have  equipped  our  six 
offices,  I  think,  with  identically  the  same 
furniture  we  had  before.  Therefore  the 
furniture  which  was  formerly  in  the  two 
additional  rooms  I  have  is  now  surplus. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  happy  to  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  understood  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Mexico  to  say  that  each 
Senator  in  the  old  building  would  have 
six  rooms. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  have  been  robbed. 
I  have  only  five  rooms. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  will  tell  the  Senator 
why:  he  does  not  watch  over  the  situa¬ 
tion.  [Laughter.]  ’  The  Senator  should 
have  kept  in  touch  with  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden]  and  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges], 
who  belong  to  the  group  which  assigns 
the  rooms. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  pending 
amendment. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  sug¬ 
gest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll.  * 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas], 


FOREIGN  AID 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Record  at  this  point 
an  editorial  published  in  today’s  Wall 
Street  Journal, 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 


A  Proposal  on  Foreign  Aid 
One  thing  that  makes  U.S.  foreign  aid  such 
a  difficult  issue  to  debate  is  that  almost  any¬ 
thing  you  say  about  it  is  true. 

The  U.S.  aid  program  has  done  sensible 
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a  sensible  one. 

Foreign  aid  is  not  necessarily  condemned 
by  condemning  the  present  program.  Nor, 
conversely,  is  the  present  program — $5  bil- 
lion  a  year  in  some  70  countries — justified 
simply  by  justifying  some  uses  for  foreign 
’  aid. 

For  what  they  may  contribute  to  the  pres¬ 
ent  debate,  we  will  set  down  our  own  views. 
They  are: 

First,  that  there  are  circumstances  today 
in  which  realism  suggests  that  the  United 
States  can  use  foreign  aid,  economic  or  mil¬ 
itary,  to  promote  its  own  best  interests. 

Second,  that  the  present  foreign  aid  pro¬ 
gram  has  lost  touch  with  those  realities  and 
should  be  abandoned. 

And  third,  that  to  find  a  foreign  aid  pro¬ 
gram  manageable  in  size  and  reasonable  in 
concept  it  will  first  be  necessary  to  abolish 
the  International  Cooperation  Administra¬ 
tion,  in  fact  as  well  as  in  name. 

Foreign  aid  is  one  of  the  oldest,  and  at 
times  one  of  the  most  useful,  instruments  of 
foreign  policy. 

Its  origins  probably  reach  farther  back  into 
history  than  history  records,  but  it  was  cer¬ 
tainly  used  extensively  by  the  Romans  in 
their  day,  by  the  British,  French  and  other 
.European  powers,  by  the  Russians  in  the  days 
qf  the  Czars  and  the  Chinese  in  the  days  of 
the  Emperors.  In  every  case,  the  purpose 
anfll  the  objective  has  been  straightforward: 
OneV,ountry,  by  giving  aid  to  another  coun¬ 
try,  hbped  to  create  or  to  preserve  a  state  of 
affairs  favorable  to  itself  and  saw  some  rea¬ 
sonable  prospect  that  the  aid  would  accom¬ 
plish  its  purpose. 

Today  there  are  places  in  the  world  where 
this  practical  principle  may  apply  to  the 
United  States,  At  least  it  is  plain  that 
without  U.S.  aid,  military  and  economic, 
there  would  now,  be  no  such  country  as  the 
Republic  of  Korea*, 

The  critic  of  alK  foreign  aid  can  argue 
whether  the  price  phjd  was  worth  the  gain. 
He  would  be  hard  pubcto  argue  that  the  aid 
in  these  cases  did  not  iiave  clear  objectives 
against  a  measurable  danger  and  a  reason¬ 
able  prospect  of  accomplishment — that  is, 
that  the  aid  could  be  disciplined  by  practical 
judgments.  \ 

It  was  on  this  principle  that  our  foreign 
aid  program  was  started  and  that,  at  the 
time  of  Greece  and  Turkey,  it  wa^upported 
by  this  newspaper.  \ 
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But  tad  ay  our  foreign  aid  program  is 
something1,  else  again.  From  the  premise 
that  some  Voreign  aid  can  be  useful,  our 
government  Ifas  Jumped  to  the  conclusion 
that  almost  Kll  foreign  aid  is  justifiable. 
Foreign  aid  has  ceased  to  be  a  precision  tool 
of  foreign  policy/  and  has  become  instead  a 
program  of  “uplift*’  in  all  parts  of  the  world. 
It  is  in  this  change, that  it  has  become  un¬ 
hinged  from  reason.  \ 

We  no  longer  limftourselves  to  giving 
some  help,  say,  to  'I'iiailand  that  will 
strengthen  its  government  or  its  people  in 
resisting  the  military  and ’diplomatic  threats 
of  Red  China.  Even  in  expending  self-in¬ 
terest  to  generosity,  we  are  nVt  content  with 
some  modest  aid  that  might,  attain  some 
modest  improvement  in  the  Thai  economy. 
We  undertake  to  reshape  the  whole  coun¬ 
try,  its  agriculture,  its  industry,  'hs  public 
works,  its  schools,  and  even  its  customs  and 
way  of  living. 

In  short,  we  no  longer  discipline,  our¬ 
selves  in  giving  aid  by  hard,  practical  Judg¬ 
ments  on  the  point  of  danger,  or  on  wljat 
we  hope  to  accomplish  or  whether  there  is 
reasonable  prospect  of  accomplishing  il 
This  gives  our  foreign  aid  program  unat¬ 
tainable  objectives,  limitless  costs,  and  ac¬ 
counts  for  practically  all  of  its  troubles. 

Those  troubles — the  foolish  spending,  the 
waste,  the  graft,  the  irritation  of  the  recip¬ 
ients  with  their  benefactors — hardly  need  to 
be  chronicled  here.  The  point  is  that  these 
are  symptoms,  not  the  real  malady.  The 
fundamental  difficulty  is  in  the  concept  of 
the  foreign  aid  program,  which  makes  all 
these  things  inevitable  and  buries  what  good 
there  might  be  in  foreign  aid  under  an  ava¬ 
lanche  of  errors. 

The  way  back,  it  seems  to  us,  must  begin 
with  a  new  sense  of  proportion  on  foreign 
aid,  both  as  to  the  times  and  places  where 
we  will  give  aid  and  the  manner  in  which 
we  will  give  it. 

This  means  abandoning  the  idea  that  th< 
TJ.S.  Treasury  is  a  cornucopia  for  any  corn 
try  just  because  it  is  undeveloped,  or  back¬ 
ward  or  in  financial  troubles  or  could  nse 
some  TJ.S.  dollars.  There’s  hardly  any  coun¬ 
try  in  the  non-Communist  world  /that 
wouldn’t  fit  such  a  loose  standard;  Jiardly 
any,  in  fact,  that  doesn’t  fit  it  now}  a/d  it  is 
patently  ridiculous  for  the  United  Spates  to 
undertake  to  support  some  70  coun/ries. 

It  means,  even  when  we  do  Aeyae  to  aid 
some  country,  that  we  use  some  flf ecision  in 
what  kind  of  aid  we  give  for  wlyTt  purposes. 
Military  aid  to  Korea,  with  /  Red  army 
across  the  border,  is  one  thins/  military  aid 
to  a  South  American  countr/  is  something 
else  again. 

It  means  an  insistence  tfiat  the  country 
can  profitably  use  such  md  as  we  do  give 
and  that  it  is  willing  to  dm  its  part. 

And  this  means  in  practically  every  case 
that  we  turn  from  grants  to  loans,  from  the 
sweeping  general  program  to  consideration 
of  specific  projects,  fjfom  sending  hordes  of 
American  planners  ip  sending  a  few  tech¬ 
nical  advisers  to  help  a  country  carry  out  its 
own  plans  in  its  <mn  way,  if  we  decide  the 
plans  are  worth  dur  helping  at  all. 

We  do  not  si appose  that  these  will  be 
easy  decisions  ta  make;  in  fact,  the  decisions 
will  be  harder/than  under  the  type  of  pro¬ 
gram  we  noy  have  where  many  decisions 
are  avoided  /y  embracing  nearly  every  kind 
of  foreign  jfid  almost  anyplace. 

But  we  Itre  convinced  that  a  program  ap¬ 
proached /ry  this  way  will  cost  a  fraction  of 
what  it  /ow  costs  the  U.S.  taxpayer,  that  it 
will  gaip  us  flexibility  in  our  foreign  policy, 
and  in  this  fashion  we  may  have  a 

foreian-aid  program  that  works  to  our  own 
best/nterest  instead  of  being,  as  it  now  too 
oftyi  is  in  too  many  places,  a  monstrous 
liability. 

/e  are  also  now  convinced  that  this  is  an 
practical  hope  unless  we  first  abolish  the 

ICA. 


This  seems  to  us  a  prerequisite  for 
reasons.  First,  what  is  needed  here  iya 
completely  new  beginning  which  would  Re¬ 
place  the  whole  concept  on  which  IGA.  is 
based.  Secondly,  under  the  concept  oi  for¬ 
eign  aid  we  are  now  discussing  an  organiza¬ 
tion  like  ICA  would  be  unnecessary. 

Once  we  turn  from  grants  to  loans,  from 
U.S.-planned  projects  to  indigenous!  projects, 
from  limitless  to  limited  objectives,  there 
will  no  longer  be  a  need  for  a  vast  bureauc¬ 
racy  with  swarms  of  oversea  missions  to  re¬ 
plan  the  economy  of  these  foreign  countries. 

And  once  we  restore  foreign/ aid  to  its  role 
as  an  instrument  of  foreigii  policy,  rather 
than  as  a  program  for  uplift,  there  is  not 
even  need  for  a  vast  administrative  ma¬ 
chinery  in  Washington.  The  direction  of  it, 
and  the  primary  policy  decisions,  could  be 
made  where  other  forei/n  policy  is  directed, 
in  the  State  Department,  with  such  military 
aid  as  may  be  necessary  still  handled  by  the 
Defense  Department. 

We  recognize  that  even  with  this  ap¬ 
proach  there  wily  be  some  multiplication 
of  offices.  But  it/will  help  to  correct  what 
we  are  now  persuaded  was  the  fundamental 
error,  the  creation  of  a  special  organization 
£o  dispense  foreign  aid. 

yThis  is,  in/eed,  the  nub  of  the  matter. 
Aa  organiza/ion  whose  sole  function  is  to 
give^oreigiy  aid  is  bound  to  proliferate  plans 
and  \>rogr/ms  for  spending  because  it  has 
no  order  /vay  to  justify  its  existence.  This 
is  what \h as  happened.  A  mission  is  sent  to 
country  A.  to  “see  what  we  can  do  for  them” 
and  by  that  process  of  bureaucratic  cellular 
growth  there  sprout  divisions  to  help  on 
education,  on.  roads,  on  public  health  or 
whatever.  Tmsse  need  other  divisions  for 
housekeeping  and  soon  the  whole  needs  an 
omce  manager,  aS,  manager  to  manage  the 
ear  pool  and  the  secretary  pool,  a  manager 
/to  manage  personnel^living  facilities  and  so 
on  ad  infinitum. 

And  it  is  simply  noK  realistic  to  ask  the 
education  division,  for  example,  to  re-think 
itself  out  of  existence.  Sir  the  mission  as 
a  whole  to  replan  its  program  around  a  con¬ 
cept  that  will  in  effect  liquidate  its  reason 
for  being. 

Ours  is,  perhaps,  a  drastic  proposal.  But 
we  think  too  much  of  the  debat c\on  foreign 
aid  has  been  on  an  all-or-nothing  basis. 
The  public  is  being  asked  to  endonre  all  of 
what  we  are  doing  now,  in  exactly  tbe  way 
we  are  now  doing  it,  or  to  abolish  foreign 
aid  altogether.  Faced  with  that  choicV  it 
is  very  difficult  to  make  any  kind  of  reascui- 
able  case  for  continuing  the  foreign  al 
program  at  all. 

Yet  what  we  really  need  is  a  reappraisal 
of  what  foreign  aid  can  do  to  serve  our  best 
interests — and  what  it  cannot  do — as  an  in¬ 
strument  of  foreign  policy.  And  we  are  not 
likely  to  succeed  in  that  until  we  are  will¬ 
ing  to  scrap  the  present  set-up  and  make  a 
fresh  beginning. 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPRO¬ 
PRIATIONS,  1959 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.R,  5916)  making  supple¬ 
mental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1959,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order  for 
the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
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Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  invite  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  to  some  facts  which  he  may 
have  overlooked.  From  200  to  250  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  Senate,  who  are  attached 
to  committees  and  subcommittees,  have 
been  moved  into  the  two  Senate  Office 
Buildings.  Most  of  them  had  been  oc¬ 
cupying  quarters  in  buildings  known  as 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
Building  and  the  Home  Owners  Loan 
Corporation  Building  at  the  foot  of 
Capitol  Hill.  They  were  rented  quar¬ 
ters.  By  bringing  those  employees  up  to 
the  Senate  Office  Buildings,  we  cease 
paying  rent  to  other  Government  agen¬ 
cies. 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  had 
the  following  subcommittees  located 
elsewhere  than  in  the  office  buildings; 
Internal  Security,  Antitrust  and  Monop¬ 
oly,  Constitutional  Rights,  Juvenile  De¬ 
linquency,  Patents  and  Trade  Marks, 
Refugees  and  Trading  With  the  Enemy. 

The  Subcommittee  on  Preparedness  of 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  of 
which  subcommittee  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  ’from  Texas  [Mr.  John¬ 
son]  is  the  chairman,  also  was  located 
in  rented  quarters,  as  was  a  subcommit¬ 
tee  of  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In¬ 
sular  Affairs. 

In  addition,  we  have  brought  back  to 
the  Senate  Office  Buildings  the  indexers, 
who  formei’ly  occupied  space  in  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  Printing  Office.  It  is  now  much 
more  convient  for  Senators  to  maintain 
contact  with  them. 

Also,  the  Select  Committee  on  Small 
Business,  which  is  now  practically  a 
standing  committee  of  the  Senate,  and 
the  Joint  Economic  Committee,  of  which 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  is  chairman, 
were  located  away  from  the  Senate  Of¬ 
fice  Buildings.  All  of  the  personnel  of 
those  committees  are  now  being  brought 
up  from  outside  offices  and  placed  either 
in  the  Old  or  the  New  Senate  Office 
Building,  where  they  are  located  much 
more  conviently  for  the  service  of  Sena¬ 
tors. 

Naturally,  it  was  necessary  to  provide 
furniture  for  these  employees. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hol¬ 
land  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Illinois? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  true  that 
the  members  of  the  staffs  of  those  sub¬ 
committees  had  furniture  in  the  places 
where  they  previously  worked? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Yes. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Why  did  they  not 
bring  their  furniture  with  them? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  My  understanding  is 
that  some  of  it  was  rented  f urniture ;  it 
did  not  belong  to  the  Senate.  The  Sen¬ 
ate  rented  quarters  and  us$d  some  fur¬ 
niture  borrowed  from  other  departments 
of  the  Government. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Both  furniture  and 
quarters  were  rented? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  is  my  under¬ 
standing. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  do  not  want  to 
embarrass  the  Senator  from  Arizona  by 
asking  these  questions,  because  he  really 
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is  not  the  person  involved;  it  is  the 
Architect  of  the  Capitol.  What  does  the 
Architect  of  the  Capitol  plan  to  do  with 
the  385  desks,  400  chairs,  215  filing  cab¬ 
inets,  and  85  wooden  bookcases,  which 
are  now  in  the  corridors  of  the  Old  Sen¬ 
ate  Office  Building  and  in  the  attic?  I 
think  they  can  be  used  to  furnish  the 
rooms  of  the  suites  of  Senators  and  com¬ 
mittees.  That  is  my  whole  case. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  think  most  of  the 
articles  of  the  nature  which  the  Senator 
mentioned  will  be  returned  to  the  old 
rooms  after  the  rooms  have  been 
painted. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  think  that  as  every 
Senator  has  become  settled,  there  has 
been  a  thinning  out  of  the  equipment. 
Equipment  which  had  been  accumulat¬ 
ing  in  four  rooms  is  now  placed  in  five 
or  six  rooms.  What  has  happened  is 
that  Senators  who  have  moved  out  of 
the  old  building  have  had  their  old  fur¬ 
niture  placed  in  the  halls,  and  when 
they  moved  into  the  new  building  they 
received  new  furniture  at  a  cost  of  a 
million  dollars. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  And  each  of  the  Sen¬ 
ators  who  take  their  places  will  occupy 
five  rooms  in  the  building  and  will  use 
the  same  furniture,  after  the  rooms  are 
painted. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  understand  that. 
But  are  not  most  of  the  suites  painted 
now? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  They  are  being 
painted.  As  I  walk  along  the  corridors 
I  see  many  rooms  which  are  not  yet 
painted,  and  I  see  the  furniture  in  the 
halls  outside.  And  as  I  see  the  rooms 
painted,  I  see  the  furniture  returned  to 
the  rooms. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  The  Senator  said 
there  were  275  people  in  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Building. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  said  there  were 
about  200  or  250  employees  in  the  Se¬ 
curities  and  Exchange  Building  and  the 
Home  Owners  Loan  Building. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  have  the  figures  for  the 
number  of  indexers? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  There  are  very  few. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  Twenty  or  thirty 
or  so? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  No;  less  than  half  a 
dozen. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  So,  altogether,  the 
total  would  be  approximately  300  addi¬ 
tional  persons;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Perhaps. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  One  million  dollars 
has  been  spent  on  furniture  so  far,  after 
being  appropriated  last  year;  and  now 
the  request  is  for  an  additional  $283,000; 
is  that  correct? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  is  furniture  for 
the  new  building.  The  old  furniture  we 
have  is  used  in  the  old  building. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  As  I  understand, 
the  only  ones  who  will  need  new  fur¬ 
niture  are,  first,  those  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  has  just  listed,  who  at  the  pres¬ 
ent  time  use  rented  furniture,  and  who 


would  have  permanent  furniture;  and, 
second,  the  staffs  of  the  two  Senators 
from  Alaska,  who  were  not  here  during 
the  last  session.  Therefore,  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  $283,000  would  be  available 
for  furniture  for  300  or  350  persons.  Is 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Not  at  all.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  must  remember  that  Senators  whose 
offices  remain  in  the  old  Senate  Office 
Building — those  who  could  not  get 
rooms  in  the  new  building — will  have 
more  rooms,  and  will  need  furniture  for 
them. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  I  understand.  But 
instead  of  having  his  office  staff  in  a 
few  rooms,  with  the  desks  and  chairs 
jammed  together,  each  such  Senator  will 
now  have  not  more  than  three  or  four 
members  of  his  staff  in  a  room.  But  the 
same  number  of  desks  will  be  used,  and 
the  same  number  of  chairs  will  be  used ; 
and,  roughly,  the  same  number  of  filing 
cabinets  will  be  used.  There  simply  will 
be  more  room. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Is  it  the  Senator’s  sug¬ 
gestion  that  the  old  desks  could  not  be 
used  in  the  new  office  building? 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  I,  myself.  Would 
be  deligted  to  use  some  of  the  old  desks. 
My  point  is  that  when  we  are  providing 
equipment  and  furniture  for  the  com¬ 
mittees,  it  may  or  may  not  be  sensible  or 
economical  to  use  the  old  furniture  we 
now  have,  rather  than  to  scrap  that 
furniture  and  buy  new  furniture. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  We  are  equipping  the 
committee  rooms  and  the  subcommittee 
rooms  with  furniture.  Obviously  they 
have  to  have  furniture. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  The  position  of  the 
Senator  from  Arizona,  as  I  understand 
it,  is  that  we  have  spent  $1  million  for 
additional  furniture,  and  that  we  need 
another  $285,000,  roughly,  in  order  to 
complete  the  provision  of  furniture  for 
approximately  300  or  350  persons  who 
previously  used  rented  furniture. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  do  not  know  about 
that,  at  all.  The  amount  of  money  ap¬ 
propriated  for  furniture  for  the  new 
building  turned  out  to  be  insufficient. 
Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct.  The 
first  request  was  for  $1,350,000.  The 
committee  thought  it  could  provide  the 
needed  furniture  for  $1  million,  so  it 
asked  for  only  $1  million.  But  after  the 
building  was  finished  and  after  the  fur¬ 
niture  was  moved  in,  we  found  that  we 
did  not  have  enough  furniture,  even  with 
what  had  been  bought  with  the  $1 
million. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  I  understand  that 
$115,000  is  the  proper  figure  for  the  extra 
furniture,  disregarding  the  item  of  car¬ 
pets.  Is  it  the  position  of  the  Senator 
that  when  that  furniture  is  available, 
there  will  still  be  a  deficiency  of  desks 
and  chairs? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  understand  that  a 
certain  number  of  tables,  chairs,  and  so 
forth,  are  required  in  order  properly  to 
equip  the  new  offices  in  the  New  Senate 
Office  Building,  and  that  that  amount  of 
money  is  required  for  that  purpose. 
However,  I  am  not  an  authority  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to  me 
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Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  For  several  years  we 
were  considering  the  situation  in  the 
offices  of  Senators.  We  found,  for  in¬ 
stance,  that  the  Senators  from  New 
York  had  the  same  number  of  clerks 
the  Senators  from  New  Mexico  had — 
although  obviously  such  an  arrangement 
is  unfair,  because  the  much  larger  popu¬ 
lation  of  New  York  State  requires  the 
office  forces  of  the  Senators  from  New 
York  to  do  three  or  four  or  five  times  as 
much  work  as  that  done  by  the  office 
staffs  of  the  Senators  from  New  Mexico. 
Therefore,  we  included  in  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  the  amounts  required  on  the 
basis  of  population.  In  other  words,  a 
Senator  who  represented  a  State  with  a 
population  of  5  million  would  be  allowed 
to  employ  a  certain  number  of  addi¬ 
tional  clerks;  and  a  Senator  who  repre¬ 
sented  a  State  with  a  population  of  2 
million  would  be  allowed  to  employ  a 
lesser  number  of  additional  clerks.  In 
many  instances,  some  of  the  Senators 
from  the  larger  States  could  not  house 
all  their  employees  in  the  rooms  in  the 
Senate  Office  Building  which  were  as¬ 
signed  for  their  use.  That  is  one  of  the 
reasons  why  many  of  those  employees 
even  had  to  use  rooms  downtown.  I  re¬ 
call  that  we  even  had  to  go  to  the  Library 
of  Congress  and  try  to  obtain  office  space 
there;  and  I  recall  that  when  Senator 
Lehman  was  a  Member  of  this  body,  he 
had  about  12  employees  in  offices'  down¬ 
town,  because  there  was  not  sufficient 
space  for  them  in  the  Senate  Office 
Building. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  am  glad  to  yield;  or 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  can  have 
the  floor. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  can 
throw  additional  light  on  the  furniture 
item.  Last  year,  I  was  chairman  of  the 
Legislative  Subcommittee  of  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee.  When  the  matter 
came  to  us,  the  estimates  had  already 
been  made  for  the  new  furniture,  based 
on  the  requests  which  had  been  sub¬ 
mitted.  The  figure  was  $1,350,000. 
There  had  been  discussions  in  the  news¬ 
papers,  and  perhaps  mention  on  the 
floor,  that  some  kind  of  special  deal 
was  going  to  be  made  about  the  furni¬ 
ture,  that  no  competitive  bids  would  be 
taken,  and  that  the  transaction  would 
be  a  private  one. 

I  remember  that  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  was  very  reasonable  in  what  he 
said  to  me  about  the  matter.  We  made 
specific  demand  that  competitive  bids 
be  taken  in  all  possible  cases.  Then,  as 
an  experiment,  we  cut  this  figure  in  last 
year’s  appropriation  bill  to  $1  million; 
and  we  asked  the  commission  to  do  all 
it  could  to  hold  the  amount  within  that 
figure. 

In  light  of  what  has  happened,  we  are 
already  right  back  to  almost  the  identi¬ 
cal  figure — actually,  a  little  less  than 
that.  The  furniture  has  been  pur¬ 
chased.  There  is  not  a  scintilla  of  evi¬ 
dence  of  any  wrongdoing  about  the 
matter  or  of  any  special  “deal.”  Ninety- 
nine  percent  of  the.  furniture  was  pur¬ 
chased  on  the  basis  of  competitive  bids. 
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So  the  amount  now  requested  is  just 
the  second  increment  of  what  the 
original,  known  request  was. 

The  only  question  is  whether  the 
Senate — not  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol, 
not  the  Congress,  but  the  Senate— is 
going  to  reverse  itself,  and  is  not  going 
to  supply  the  building  with  new  furni¬ 
ture  of  proven  quality  and  kind. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  yield  to 
me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Tal- 
madge  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  am  glad  to  yield,  if 
I  have  the  floor. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  wish  to  substan¬ 
tiate  what  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Mississippi  has  said.  He  is  the 
chairman  of  the  Legislative  Subcom¬ 
mittee,  and  I  am  the  ranking  Republi¬ 
can  member  of  the  subcommittee.  The 
statement  he  has  made  about  the 
original  request — namely,  that  it  was 
$1,350,000 — is  correct.  We  felt  that  by 
reducing  that  amount,  and  by  providing 
at  that  time  only  $1  million,  which  may 
or  may  not  have  been  a  mistake — that 
would  have  a  tendency  to  cause  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  to  be  watched  more  carefully; 
and  the  result — if  we  proceeded  in  that 
way — might  be  a  little  more  economy; 
and  then  we  could  have  those  in  charge 
come  hack  to  the  committee  and  ask  for 
the  exact  amount  of  additional  money 
they  needed.  We  may  have  been  wrong- 
in  proceeding  in  that  way;  but  we  pro¬ 
ceeded  from  the  point  of  view  of  what 
was  best  for  the  Senate  and  what  was 
best  in  the  interest  of  economy.  In  the 
way  we  proceeded  we  had  a  chance  for 
a  second  look. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  Mr.  President,  on 
this  point,  will  the  Senator  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield. 

First,  let  me  thank  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  for  the  statement  he  has 
made.  He  and  I  were  on  the  committee; 
and  I  agree  with  what  he  has  said. 

Now  I  yield. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  Does  the  item  of 
$283,000  include  the  cost  of  installing 
rugs?  I  understand  that  the  installa¬ 
tion  of  rugs  is  the  major  item  of  the 
cost;  and  it  seems  to  have  developed 
rather  recently. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  item  to  which  my 
remarks,  pertain  is  solely  the  one  for 
furinture  for  the  new  building.  It  was 
the  estimate  of  the  Architect  that  it 
would  cost  $1,350,000.  But,  for  the  rea¬ 
son  which  has  been  stated  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire,  we  reduced  that 
amount  to  $1  million. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  And  the  item  now 
under  discussion  is  for  $115,000, 1  believe. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  This  item  is  for  $283,- 
000,  as  I  recall. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  I  understand;  and 
I  understand  that  it  includes  $150,000 
for  carpeting. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  That  is  correct;  the 
carpeting  is  included  in  the  item  of 
$283,000. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE..  I  understand  that 
the  furniture  will  cost  $115, 000-plus;  in 


other  words,  there  is  some  additional 
amount  for  filing  cabinets. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Yes;  that  is  approxi¬ 
mately  correct.  I  have  not  reviewed  the 
figures  in  the  last  few  months. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  The  Senator’s 
point  would  apply  to  furniture;  but  the 
cai’peting  is  something  additional  and 
extra  *  is  it*^ 

Mr.’  STENNIS.  That  is  correct.  The 
carpeting  is  a  new  item.  I  did  not  mean 
to  convey  anything  to  the  contrary. 

I  may  say  I  have  known  about  the 
need  for  additional  facilities  that  has 
existed  for  years,  and  I  have  known  of 
the  conditions  which  have  existed  in 
the  Old  Senate  Office  Building,  where 
the  personnel  have  been  working  all 
these  years.  I  do  not  know  of  any  place 
which  has  been  more  crowded  or  where 
the  people  have  woi’ked  harder  than  at 
least  some  of  those  who  have  been  at¬ 
tached  to  the  staff  of  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  and  some  of  the  other  staffs. 
As  I  walked  by  open  doors,  I  observed 
some  of  the  people  working  on  perhaps 
one  of  his  committees.  The  personnel 
come  early  in  the  morning.  They  are 
there  all  day.  They  work  into  the 
night.  They  have  been  working  under 
those  conditions  for  all  these  years. 
Young  ladies  at  typewriters  have  had 
to  woi'k  with  perhaps  the  noise  of  five 
or  six  other  typewriters  pounding  in 
their  ears.  If  our  medical  authdrities 
are  correct  in  stating  that  a  health 
factor  is  involved,  then  I  do  not  think 
any  employer  in  the  Nation  has  neglected 
its  workers  moi*e  than  the  Senate  has 
in  some  cases.  The  new  building  and 
adequate  furniture  have  been  long  over¬ 
due. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  would  not  want  to  let 
the  impression  get  around  that  carpet¬ 
ing  seiwes  no  purpose  or  that  carpeting 
is  unnecessary.  I  am  located  in  the  old 
office  building  and  intend  to  remain 
there,  but  the  use  of  carpeting  serves 
a  very  important  purpose  so  far  as 
acoustics  are  concerned.  Trouble  is  al¬ 
ready  being  encountered  in  the  attempt 
to  reduce  the  amount  of  noise.  Exces¬ 
sive  noise  results  in  tensions  and  diffi¬ 
culty  in  getting  work  done. 

While  the  item  now  under  considera¬ 
tion  does  not  affect  me  personally,  I 
think  there  is  a  pai'ticular  purpose  to 
be  served  by  the  use  of  carpeting, 
whether  it  be  new  or  old  carpeting.  I 
do  not  believe  rubber-tiled  flooring  is 
the  answer  from  the  standpoint  of 
health  and  safety  factors.  I  desired  to 
bring  that  thought  to  the  attention  of 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi. 

I  am  heaz-tily  in  sympathy  with  the 
attempts  and  desire  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  fi’om  Illinois  to  save  money.  I 
am  fairly  certain  that  the  use  of  carpet¬ 
ing  for  the  suites  in  the  New  Senate  Of¬ 
fice  Building  will  not  only  improve  the 
efficiency  of  the  employees  through  less¬ 
ening  noise  and  providing  more  com¬ 
fortable  working  conditions,  but  will  ac¬ 
tually  save  money  in  the  long  run;  my 
concern  l’egarding  this  amendment  has 
to  do  with  the  best  use  to  be  made  of 


surplus  furniture,  and  on  that  basis  I 
may  support  the  amendment. 

I  wish  to  quote  to  the  Senate  the  rea¬ 
sons  given  by  the  Az’chitect  of  the  Capi¬ 
tol  for  the  inclusion  of  carpeting  in  the 
suites.  He  said,  and  I  quote; 

In  my  report  I  explain  that  by  stating 
that  since  the  time  when  the  building  was 
originally  planned  and  the  use  of  the  rub¬ 
ber  tile  was  approved  for  all  offices  except 
the  Senators’  private  offices,  the  use  of  elec¬ 
tric  typewriters  and  other  machines  have 
become  much  more  prevalent,  with  the 
added  noise  of  operations.  When  these  ma¬ 
chines  are  operated  from  stands  or  desks 
resting  on  tile,  the  noise  factor  is  greatly 
increased,' although  acoustical  tile  and  other 
acoustic  materials  are  utilized  on  the  walls 
throughout  the  suites.  The  use  of  carpets 
with  rubber  cushions  underneath  will 
greatly  reduce  the  noise  of  the  machine 
operation.  Other  advantages  are  that  the 
carpets  are  safer  to  walk  on,  and  the  car¬ 
pets  will  improve  the  appearance  of  the 
rooms,  also,  the  daily  cleaning  and  waxing 
of  the  rubber  tile  is  more  difficult  and 
more  costly,  than  daily  cleaning  of  carpets. 

Maintenance  costs  with  carpets  range 
from  40  percent  to  50  percent  less  than 
maintenance  costs  for  most  flooi’s.  Over 
any  period  of  time,  this,  of  itself,  amounts 
to  enough  to  pay  for  most  of  the  carpet 
costs  and  also  installation  costs.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  the  modern  carpet  wears  re¬ 
markably  well  and  also  protects  other 
surfaces  which  are  vulnerable  to  wear. 

The  conti’oversy  suri’ounding  carpets 
here  concerns  offices,  but  a  rapidly  grow¬ 
ing  trend  is  the  installation  of  carpeting 
not  only  in  offices,  but  in  corridors.  The 
new  Socony-Vacuum  Building  in  New 
York,  for  example,  has  wall  to  wall  car¬ 
peting  in  offices  and  coiwidors.  So  does 
the  Alcoa  Building  in  Pittsburgh;  and 
the  new  Union-Carbide  Building  in  New 
York,  I  am  infoimed,  also  will  have  car¬ 
peting  in  the  halls.  The  owners  of  these 
buildings  are  not  operating  them  as  a 
public  service.  It  is  necesary  that  they 
make  a  profit  to  stay  in  business.  Evi¬ 
dently  they  feel  that  carpets,  in  the  over¬ 
all  sense,  are  economical  and  an  asset 
in  their  business  operations. 

Actually,  the  policy  of  the  entire  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  toward  the  use  of  car¬ 
peting  in  its  buildings  is  far  behind  the 
times.  In  the  case  of  personnel,  car¬ 
peting  is  restz-icted  to  officials  with  a 
GS-15  rating  and  above,  and  the  mini¬ 
mum  salary  for  GS-15  is  $12,770.  The 
result  is,  of  course,  that  very  few  work- 
ers  rate  carpets.  The  entire  Federal 
Government  spends  only  between  $2.5 
and  $3  million  for  cai’peting  in  a  year. 
In  1957, 1  am  informed  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  spent  only  $15,000. 
Incidentally,  I  am  told  that  the  standards 
for  pui’chase  wei’e  borrowed  from  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  but  nobody 
knows  who  drew  them  for  the  Depart- 
ment,  way,  way  back  yonder. 

Anyone  who  walks  the  corridors  of  our 
vast  Government  buildings  hears  the 
chatter  of  typewi’iters  issuing  from  of¬ 
fices  like  the  chatter  of  a  vast  drove  of 
blackbirds  or,  if  you  please,  our  own  star¬ 
lings.  The  Govei’nment  has  made  no 
studies  and  has  no  data  about  the  effect 
of  this  noise  on  morale  and  efficiency. 
Aside  fi-om  the  economy  factor,  we  do  not 
know  whether  the  use  of  cai’peting  would 
save  money  in  other  ways  or  not. 
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I  would  suggest  that  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  join  me  at  the  proper  time  in 
moving  for  a  study  of  the  use  for  carpets 
in  public  buildings.  Such  a  study,  I 
am  certain,  will  result  in  a  sharp  increase 
in  Government  carpet  buying. 

Such  a  study  might  even  result  in  the 
use  of  carpets  in  the  corridors  and  halls 
of  our  public  buildings,  including  muse¬ 
ums.  In  such  a  case,  there  will  be  a  sharp 
decline  in  an  annoying  and  prevalent 
malady  in  Washington,  museum  fatigue, 
which  wears  out  even  the  hosts  of  young 
high  school  students  who  come  here.  It 
also  might  give  us  a  little  additional 
strength  and  vigor.  We  too  do  a  lot  of 
walking  over  hard  surfaces,  and  anything 
which  saves  us  unnecessary  physical 
wear  and  tear  is,  I  think,  a  contribution 
to  good  government. 

Mr.  S TENNIS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  his  remarks. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  With  regard  to  the 
question  which  has  been  raised  by  the 
Senator  from  Illinois,  I  believe  the  floors 
in  all  of  the  offices  of  various  Senators 
need  carpeting,  from  the  point  of  view 
of  acoustics  and  the  possibility  of  slip¬ 
ping.  There  have  been  several  instances 
of  slipping.  Of  course,  I  think  carpeting 
should  be  provided  in  the  offices  in  the 
old  office  building,  and  that  is  also  true 
of  the  new  office  building.  Anybody 
who  has  had  any  experience  at  all  with 
these  offices  will  agree  on  the  necessity 
of  carpeting. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
I  understand  the  pending  amendment 
has  to  do  only  with  furniture  or  carpet¬ 
ing. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  It  is  my  under¬ 
standing  the  amendment  has  to  do  with 
furniture  and  carpeting. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  With  respect  to  the 
new  building,  although  I  have  not  moved 
into  it  yet,  I  am  in  the  process  of  doing 
so.  However,  I  have  been  present  in 
the  hearing  rooms  in  the  new  building. 
With  all  deference  to  what  has  appeared 
in  the  newspapers,  about  the  defects  of 
the  new  building,  they  are,  to  my  mind, 
very  small.  When  we  study  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  Senators’  being  able  to  do  their 
work  more  expeditiously,  we  must  con¬ 
clude  that  the  new  facilities  are  invalu¬ 
able  to  a  Senator’s  getting  his  work 
done.  I  have  already  worked  in  the 
new  building  as  a  member  of  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee.  Last  week  we 
had  a  delightful  all-day  session  in  the 
conference  room,  where  we  marked  up 
this  very  bill.  Everybody  had  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  be  heard,  to  confer  with  staff 
members,  to  check  items,  and  to  go  into 
the  telephone  booths  and  place  neces¬ 
sary  calls.  Senators  will  be  able  to  work 
much  better  with  the  new  facilities 
available.  I  have  also  been  in  the 
smaller  committee  rooms  in  the  new 
building.  I  think  the.  advantage  to  the 
Senate  as  a  whole  and  the  committees 
which  will  work  in  the  new  building 
will  be  tremendous. 

My  only  comment  is  that  the  facilities 
are  long  past  due.  The  costs  involved 
are  high.  One  reason  is  that  the  Senate 


dragged  the  matter  along,  delayed  a 
decision,  and  put  it  off,  and  was  un¬ 
willing  to  face  the  issue  of  Senators  and 
their  staffs  having  the  appropriate  tools 
with  which  to  work. 

I  support  the  item. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  Some  statements 
have  been  made  about  the  desirability 
of  having  carpeting  in  the  new  office 
building.  I  occupy  a  5 -room  suite  in  that 
building.  I  understand  the  item  in  ques¬ 
tion  is  to  provide  carpeting,  not  in  Sen¬ 
ators’  offices,  but  in  the  parts  of  the 
offices  occupied  by  members  of  their 
staffs.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  item  is  to  provide 
carpeting  in  the  reception  room  and  in 
the  rooms  where  the  staff  members  actu¬ 
ally  do  the  work. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  I  have  been  in  a 
number  of  offices  in  the  new  building.  I 
have  noticed  there  is  carpeting  in  the 
Senators’  offices,  but  not  in  the  offices 
occupied  by  the  staffs. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Yes. 

Mr.  PROXMIRE.  My  experience  has 
been  that  the  rubber  tiling  is  adequate. 
There  has  been  no  question  of  slipping. 
The  improvement  in  acoustics  involved 
is  really  one  of  the  few  goods  things  that 
can  be  said  in  favor  of  the  old  building 
as  it  is  without  carpeting.  Many  mis¬ 
takes  have  been  made  in  the  new  build¬ 
ing,  but  I  do  not  think  the  installation 
of  the  rubber  tiling  has  been  one  of  them. 
I  have  not  heard  any  grievances  voiced 
by  Senators  on  that  account.  I  have 
heard  of  complaints  on  other  grounds. 

It  seems  to  me  that  if  the  Senate  pro¬ 
vides  carpeting  merely  to  Improve  the 
acoustics,  and  so  that  the  footing  of 
stenographers  will  be  made  a  little  surer, 
it  will  be  providing  a  frill  and  will  be 
wasteful  of  the  taxpayers’  money.  While 
the  item  involved  represents  an  ex¬ 
tremely  small  expenditure,  it  is  symbolic,' 
as  an  example.  Economy  begins  at 
home.  It  seems  to  me  we  have  here  an 
opportunity  to  show  we  mean  it  when 
we  say  we  are  really  trying  to  econo¬ 
mize. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  If  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  and  his  staff  do  not  desire  to 
have  the  carpeting,  he  has  that  choice. 
I  personally  think  the  carpeting  would 
be  an  asset.  I  do  not  spend  much  time 
in  those  rooms.  I  wish  I  could  spend 
more  time  there  than  I  do. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  If  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  feels  it  is  unnecessary  to  have 
carpeting  in  his  offices,  the  money  will 
not  be  spent  for  that  purpose.  He  can 
individually  set  an  example  of  economy 
if  he  feels  this  is  the  way  to  do  it.  But 
it  is  believed  that  providing  carpeting 
will  improve  the  acoustics,  the  health  of 
our  employees  by  relief  from  noise  ten¬ 
sions,  and  will  reduce  the  incidence  of 
accidents  from  slipping.  We  who  are 
concerned  about  these  matters  should 
be  entitled  to  have  the  carpeting.  Any 
U.S.  Senator  should  have  the  right  to 


exercise  his  judgment  in  these  matters 
wherever  he  may  have  his  offices,  in  the 
old  building  or  the  new. 

Mr.  NEUBERGER.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon. 

Mr.  NEUBERGER.  I  have  been  lis¬ 
tening  to  the  debate  and  the  discussion 
with  great  interest.  I  am  particularly 
surprised  by  the  suggestion  that  there 
should  be  carpets  in  the  inner  offices  of 
Senators  themselves,  but  not  where  their 
staffs  work.  I  wonder  if  it  would  thus 
be  possible  to  remove  the  roofs  from  over 
the  offices  where  the  staffs  work,  and 
save  money  that  way?  Perhaps  we 
would  not  have  to  heat  the  rooms  where 
the  staffs  are,  but  just  where  the  Sena¬ 
tors  are.  Perhaps  we  could  economize 
to  such  an  extent  that  we  could  have,  in 
the  new  building  and  the  old  building, 
air  conditioning  only  in  the  offices  of 
Senators  themselves,  and  not  where 
their  staffs  work,  but  the  staffs  could  use 
some  of  the  old-fashioned  Japanese  fans. 

It  seems  to  me  absurd  to  suggest  that 
there  should  be  one  loft  for  the  “kings” 
and  another  one  for  the  “people.”  If 
there  is  going  to  be  air  conditioning  and 
carpeting  and  roofs,  let  them  be  for 
everybody  who  works  in  the  new  build¬ 
ing,  whether  they  be  Senators  or  staff 
members. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  his  suggestion. 

Mi-.  President,  I  yield  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  and  Mr.  MORSE  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  is  recognized. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  before 
the  discussion  is  concluded,  certain 
things  should  be  borne  in  mind. 

One  of  the  main  points  for  us  to  ask 
ourselves  is,  what  is  going  to  happen  to 
the  old  furniture  in  the  Old  Senate 
Office  Building?  The  corridors  are 
jammed  with  it.  I  have  inspected  the 
attic.  There  is  a  great  deal  of  furniture 
in  the  attic. 

The  census  which  I  have  taken,  which 
I  have  repeated  many  times,  shows  that 
there  are  in  the  corridors  375  desks, 
400  chairs,  215  steel  filing  cabinets,  and 
85  wooden  bookcases. 

The  people  who  are  now  in  the  Old 
Senate  Office  Building  already  have  their 
offices  equipped.  Virtually  all  the  peo¬ 
ple  in  the  New  Senate  Office  Building 
have  their  offices  equipped  with  new 
furniture.  There  is  a  surplus  of  furni¬ 
ture  in  the  Old  Senate  Office  Building. 
It  is  perfectly  good  furniture  to  use,  but 
it  is  proposed  not  to  use  it,  and  instead 
to  buy  more  new  furniture  at  a  cost  of 
$113,000. 

On  the  question  of  carpets,  I  know  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  has  made  an  argu- 
mentum  ad  hominem  which  is  perhaps 
quite  effective,  but  I  think  there  is  a  real 
question  as  to  the  degree  to  which  we 
can  heap  luxuries  upon  ourselves  and 
upon  our  staffs  at  the  expense  of  the 
taxpayers. 
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The  building  was  presumably  laid  out 
with  due  attention  to  acoustics.  I  think 
it  will  be  found  that  the  walls  and  ceil¬ 
ings  in  the  new  building  have  been  so 
insulated  and  so  treated  that  there  is  far 
less  noise,  so  far  as  that  factor  is  con¬ 
cerned,  than  in  the  present  office  build¬ 
ing:  I  do  not  think,  therefore,  that  the 
added  advantage,  if  there  be  any,  of  hav¬ 
ing  a  carpet  on  the  floor  to  deaden  the 
sound  of  electric  typewriters,  is  worth 
paying  $150,000  of  the  taxpayers’  money. 

I  am  extremely  skeptical  about  the 
dangers  to  life  and  limb  from  walking 
on  the  rubber  tiling.  I  think  there  is 
very  little  danger  of  accident  at  all. 

Mr.  President,  may  we  have  order, 
please? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Can¬ 
non  in  the  chair) .  The  Senate  will  be 
in  order. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
received  an  added  bit  of  information 
which  is  extremely  important.  It  has 
been  stated  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
that  the  furniture  used  by  the  commit¬ 
tees  which  occupy  the  HOLC  and  the 
SEC  Buildings  are  largely  rented,  and 
that  moving  the  committees  into  the  New 
Senate  Office  Building  would  make  it 
necessary  to  buy  new  furniture. 

The  custodian’s  office  has  just  in¬ 
formed  my  assistant  that  the  furniture 
in  these  buildings  is  owned  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate  wing  of  the  Capitol,  and  that  it  is 
.  not  rented  furniture  for  the  subcom¬ 
mittees.  Therefore,  if  this  statement  is 
true — and  the  information  was  received 
from  the  custodian’s  office — the  furni¬ 
ture  of  the  Senate  subcommittees 
in  the  HOLC  and  SEC  Buildings  could 
be  transferred  to  the  new  Senate  Office 
Building  without  the  purchase  of  any 
additional  furniture  whatsoever. 

I  am  sure  the  original  statement  con¬ 
cerning  the  renting  of  furniture  was 
made  in  good  faith,  but  the  custodian’s 
office  has  informed  us  as  to  what  the 
facts  are. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  this  is  a  very 
important  moral  issue,  even  though  it 
may  not  involve  very  much  in  terms  of 
dollars.  The  example  which  we  set  is 
extremely  important.  I  think  there  is 
a  tremendous  amount  of  waste  in  the 
executive  branches  of  this  Government. 
I  am  sure  many  of  us  will  try  to  reduce 
this  waste,  but  we  must  come  into  court 
with  clean  hands  when  we  do,  and  we 
must  be  as  ready  to  purge  ourselves  of 
waste  as  we  are  to  purge  others  of  waste. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  very  much  the 
amendment  to  eliminate  the  appropria¬ 
tion  of  $283,000,  which  would  be  on  top 
of  an  existing  appropriation  of  $1  mil¬ 
lion,  will  be  carried. 

TRIBUTE  TO  SENATOR  HILL 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
another  matter  to  discus/  briefly.  I  am 
advised  by  the  leadership,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  a  good  man/ of  our  colleagues 
are  in  attendance  aythe  very  wonderful 
luncheon  being  given  -  downtown  in 
honor  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Hill],  it  would  jae  appreciated  if  I  could 
take,  a  few  minutes  now  to'  make  a  brief 
speech  pending  arrival  of  our  colleagues. 

Mr.  STfU*iNIS.  If  the  Senator  will 
yield,  I  suggest  that  most  of  our  col¬ 


leagues  have  returned  from  the 
luncheon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  This  will  take  only  3  or 
4  minutes.  I  do  not  observe  some  Sena¬ 
tors  present  who  were  at  the  luncheon, 
to  my  knowledge. 

I  wish  to  say,  Mr.  President,  it  is  a 
matter  of  deep  regret  to  me  that  I  could 
not  be  at  the  luncheon,  because  I  do  not 
know  of  anyone  who  is  more  deserving  of 
the  tribute  which  is  being  paid  at  the 
luncheon  than  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hill],  For  years  and 
years  the  Senator  from  Alabama  has 
made  a  great  record  in  the  Senate  in 
the  whole  field  of  health  legislation.  I 
think  it  is  particularly  fitting  that  this 
honor  is  bestowed  upon  him  at  the 
luncheon  today.  I  am  very,  very  sorry  I 
could  not  be  there. 

Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  has  the  floor. 


PERMISSION  FOR  DAVID  SCHREI- 
BER  TO  BE  PRESENT  IN  THE 
SENATE  CHAMBER  DURING  CON¬ 
SIDERATION  OF  THE  RAILROAD 
RETIREMENT  BILL 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  under¬ 
stand  the  Senate  will  take  up  shortly  th< 
railroad  retirement  bill.  As  was  true  last 
year,  this  year\should  like  to  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  Mr.  David  Schreiber, 
one  of  the  outstanding  experts  on  rail¬ 
road  retirement,  who  is  on  the  staff  of 
the  Railroad  Retirement  Board*  and  who 
is  able  to  answer  the  most  technical 
questions  in  the  field  qf  raffiroad  retire¬ 
ment,  be  granted  the  privilege  of  being 
present  in  the  Chamber)£o  sit  with  me 
and  other  members  of  tneVommittee,  in 
case  it  becomes  necesrary  for  us  to  ob¬ 
tain  from  him  some/technicV  informa¬ 
tion  which  do  i y6t  carry  irrvfhe  backs 
of  our  heads. 

Mr.  President/I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  such  .permission  be  granted. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  \here 
objection  to/the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon?  The  Chair  hears  no\e, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 


NOMINATION  OF  CLARE  BOOTHE 
ICE  TO  BE  AMBASSADOR  TO 
3RAZIL 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  turn 
very  briefly  to  a  matter  of  personal 
privilege  in  connection  with  continued 
criticisms  of  the  position  which  I  have 
taken  in  regard  to  the  nomination  of 
Mrs.  Clare  Boothe  Luce  to  be  Ambassa¬ 
dor  to  Brazil. 

Mr.  BYRD  of  West  Virginia.  Mr. 
^-President,  I  make  the  point  of  order  that 
the  proceedings  are  not  audible. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senate  will  be  in  order.  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  will  speak  so  that  he  can 
be  heard. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  Ttv  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  text  of  the 
statement  by  Mr.  Henry  R.  Luce,  as  it 
was  published  in  this  morning’s  New 
York  Times,  be  printed  at  this  point  in 
my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 


Text  op  Statement  by  Henry  R.  Luce 

For  25  years  in  the  course  of  her  public 
life  my  wife  has  taken  not  only  the  eriti-y 
cisms  provoked  by  her  own  views  and  ac/ 
tions  but  also  many  punches  which  were 
really  intended  for  me  or  for  the  publ 
tions  of  which  I  am  editor  in  chief.  The  at¬ 
tack  of  Senator  Wayne  Morse  is  perhaps  the 
most  vitriolic  example  of  this. 

Mrs.  Luce  has  long  had  a  deejS  feeling 
about  the  importance  of  all  South  America 
and  its  vital  significance  to  Ahe  United 
States.  When  Secretary  of  Stafte  John  Fos¬ 
ter  Dulles  conveyed  to  her  president  Eisen¬ 
hower’s  wish  to  send  her  to  Brazil  she  ac¬ 
cepted  without  hesitations  because  she  be¬ 
lieved  that  she  might ybe  able  to  play  a 
useful  part  in  developing  constructive  ac¬ 
tion  in  the  relations  vi  our  country  to  Bra¬ 
zil.  The  needs  areyurgent  and  the  oppor¬ 
tunities  are  great.. 

The  mission  has  now  been  profoundly 
compromised.  The  16  to  1  vote  in  Mrs.  Luce’s 
favor  by  the  foreign  Relations  Committee 
of  the  Senate' and  her  overwhelming  confir¬ 
mation  in  ttle  Senate  are  all  the  vindication 
required  by  American  public  opinion.  But 
there  remains  the  question  of  Brazilian 
opinion/ and  whether  she  can  now  hope  to 
accomplish  the  delicate  mission  assigned  to 
the  President  in  a  climate  of  uneasi¬ 
ness  which  the  smears  and  suspicions  aired 
Senate  floor  have  naturally  created 
Brazil.  This  attempt  to  destroy  a  mis- 
>n  was  deliberately,  cleverly,  and  irrespon¬ 
sibly  created  by  a  few  angry  men  who  in¬ 
tend  at  her  expense  and  at  the  expense  of 
our  Latin  American  relations  to  settle  their 
little  grievances  with  Time. 

I  think  one  more  point  is  valid.  It  is  to 
be  found  in  the  Senate  hearings.  A  few 
days  after  the  Bolivian  incident,  Mrs.  Luce 
telephoned  Acting  Secretary  of  State  Chris¬ 
tian  Herter  and  said  she  would  be  perfectly 
willing  to  have  her  name  withdrawn  if  her 
nomination  might  become  the  slightest 
cause  of  embarrassment  either  for  the  State 
Department  or  for  the  President.  Mr.  Her¬ 
ter  refused  her  offer  and  I,  too,  advised  her 
that  the  Bolivian  incident  had  little  or  no 
connection  with  her  becoming  Ambassador 
to  Brazil.  Almost  unanimously  the  press  of 
Brazil  asserted’  that,  even  if  a  few  U.S.  Sena¬ 
tors  were  unable  to  do  so,  the  Brazilian  people 
were  quite  capable  of  distinguishing  between 
Bolivia  and  Brazil  and  between  Clare  Boothe 
Luce  and  Mr.  Luce. 

In  the  3  weeks  since  then,  Senator  Wayne 
Morse  and  others  have  devoted  themselves 
to  undermining  Mrs.  Luce’s  usefulness.  Sen¬ 
ator  Morse  happens  to  be  the  chairman  of 
^the  Foreign  Relations  Subcommittee  which 
^as  cognizance  of  inter-American  affairs  and 
Hazil. 

Is  an  Ambassador  she  will  not  be  able  to 
defend  herself  from  vendetta  politics  at  home 
whic\  makes  common  cause  with  anti-Amer¬ 
icanism.  in  South  America.  Therefore,  I 
have  asl^ed  my  wife  to  offer  her  resignation 
again. 

Finally, should  like  to  say  that  I  am 
proud  of  Mae  splendid  and  effective  record 
which  Mrs.  fLuce  has  made  in  public  life, 
and  I  know V;Lat  she  herself  was  deeply 
touched  by  tne  warm  support  which  she 
received  from  s\  many  distinguished  Sena¬ 
tors  on  both  sidek  of  the  aisle  and  from  re¬ 
sponsible  editors  i\  every  part  of  America. 

Mr.  MORSE.  President,  in  the 

course  of  his  statement,  Mi’.  Luce  says, 
,/Tn  the  3  weeks  si\ce  then,  Senator 
Wayne  Morse  and  others  have  devoted 
themselves  to  undermining  Mrs.  Luce’s 
usefulness.” 

I  understand  also  that  s'tetements  are 
being  made  to  the  effect  tryat  this  is  a 
political  vendetta  against  \he  Luces, 
being  conducted  by  the  senior  Senator 
from  Oregon.  Nothing  could  b\  further 
from  the  fact,  as  the  record  shows. 
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t<?\the  elder  doctor  had  he  been  alive  to 
learn  whether  or  not  the  information 
he  might  present  to  me  should  be  made 
available  and  whether  I  should  make 
public  uSse  of  it. 

I  certainjw  do  not  agree  with  the  prem¬ 
ise  of  thex-€enator  from  Illinois  that 
I  should  have  called  up  Clare  Boothe 
Luce  and  said\‘Clare,  will  you  give  me 
your  permissionSto  consult  your  doctor 
to  see  whether  orSnot  you  are  mentally 
competent?”  I  tnyik  the  Senator  is 
mistaken. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  is  one  of  the  mosWesourceful  and 
skilled  debaters  I  have  evev  encountered. 
He  knows  every  rule  in  tnfe  books.  He 
knows  this  afternoon,  as  I  kmnv,  that  he 
is  begging  the  question  every  s'tfp  of  the 
way. 

I  did  not  for  a  moment  contendere  did 
not  have  a  right  to  investigate.  I  did  not 
for  a  moment  say  he  could  not  n\ve 
directed  his  questions  anywhere 
liked — except  one  place.  That  is  th< 
jumping  off  place.  That  is  the  doctor  of 
the  nominee.  All  the  wit  and  all  the 
piety  and  all  the  argument  is  not  going 
to  rub  out  or  vitiate  the  Hippocratic  oath, 
or  make  it  appear  that  it  was  not  a  ques¬ 
tion  to  the  nominee’s  doctor  asking  for 
information  which  if  imparted  would 
have  been  in  violation  of  the  Hippocratic 
oath.  The  Senator  can  search  where  he 
can,  and  he  can  get  all  the  information 
on  competence  he  is  able  to  collate,  but 
he  is  begging  the  question,  and  it  is  the 
only  one  here  involved,  namely,  it  was 
a  telephone  call  to  a  doctor.  The  Hip¬ 
pocratic  oath  is  involved,  and  the  pres¬ 
tige  of  the  Senate  is  involved,  because  if 
we  are  going  to  arrogate  to  ourselves 
the  right  to  call  a  doctor  and  find  out 
whether  a  person  is  stable  or  emotionally 
sound,  what  kind  of  business  will  it  be, 
and  how  quickly  will  we  put  the  Senate 
in  disrepute  in  the  eyes  of  the  country, 
and  particularly  in  the  eyes  of  the  pro¬ 
fession? 

That  is  my  case,  Mr.  President.  I  do 
not  care  to  discuss  it  any  further.  I 
have  laid  it  in  the  Congressional  Rec¬ 
ord,  where  the  whole  wide  world  can 
see  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senate  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President- 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  /he 
Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  discuss  th€  sub¬ 
ject  a  little  further,  because  I  Vant  my 
friend  to  know  I  never  beg  a/question. 
I  want  him  also  to  know  that  his  bril¬ 
liant  oratory  and  emphasis/re  not  going 
to  change  my  course  of  /Action  in  con¬ 
ducting  investigations,  a(s  a  member  of 
the  Foreign  Relations/committee,  into 
the  mental  qualifications  of  nominees  I 
have  cause  to  believe  are  not  qualified. 

I  proceeded  to  the  point  when  I  made 
the  call  to  the  eider  doctor  to  ascertain 
whether  or  no/ 1  was  reliably  informed 
that  he  woul/ be  desirous  of  discussing 
this  matteiywith  me.  I  put  in  the  call 
to  him  tod  find  out  on  what  basis  he 
would  b/desirous  of  discussing  it  with 
me.  1/ wanted  to  find  out  what  his 
relationship  to  the  alleged  patient  might 


be,  to  find  out  what  kind  of  a  doctor  he 
was. 

Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  that  he  and  I  and  all  others  in  the 
Senate  have  a  great  public  trust  to  see 
to  it  that  the  interests  of  the  United 
States  may  never  be  jeopardized  by  our 
sending  to  a  post  a  person  who  might 
not  have  the  mental  competency  to  per¬ 
form  the  work  required,  without  embar¬ 
rassment  to  the  Nation. 

The  Senator  seems  to  think  that 
under  no  circumstances  at  all  do  doctors 
ever  discuss  problems  of  their  patients. 
Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
that  there  are  circumstances  under 
which  a  doctor  considers  it  his  duty, 
from  the  standpoint  of  the  welfare  of 
the  patient,  to  make  clear  to  those  in 
positions  of  responsibility  that  the  pa¬ 
tient  should  not  be  allowed  to  follow  a 
certain  course  of  action.  ' 

There  are  many  examples  I  can  cite; 
one  out  of  my  own  experience.  I  once 
had  on  my  staff  in  law  school  a  pro¬ 
fessor  I  had  appointed  just  a  few  weeks 
Tore  a  certain  incident  occurred.  His 
behavior  after  he  was  hired  gave  me 
seribus  doubts  in  regard  to  his  mental 
and  femotional  stability.  I  ascertain' 
who  hiS.doctor  was.  I  talked  to  his 
tor.  Helsaid,  “Dean,  I  am  glad  you  c4me 
in,  becaus^I  was  planning  to  call  you 
today.  I  have  a  patient  that  A  want 
you  to  help  n^e  with.”  He  wont  on  to 
explain  that  IN  had  a  member  on  my 
faculty  who  waV  in  the  ffi'st  stage  of 
paresis.  He  said, XT t  is  vpry  important 
that  we  find  a  wayWithout  his  knowl¬ 
edge,  of  getting  him/5ff  your  faculty 
immediately  and  inJA,  an  institution, 
where  he  can  receivy'whMever  help  that 
in  a  case  as  serious/as  this^can  be  given 
by  medical  science^’ 

Did  he  violator  his  oath?  He  did  not. 
He  made  clear/to  me  that  he  had  a  trust 
which  he  owed  to  the  patient.  He  had  a 
trust  he  owed  to  the  university  and  to 
the  publics  to  see  to  it  that  I  knew\hat 
steps  outfit  to  be  taken  to  remove  tn^t 
patieni/from  my  law  faculty. 

ly  other  examples  could  be  cited  as 
to  instances  when  doctors  recognize 
th/r  public  duty  in  behalf  of  the  pa¬ 
rents  themselves  to  make  known  the 
'problems  of  the  patients. 

I  wish  to  say  that  the  position  taken 
by  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  that  under 
no  circumstances  whatsoever,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  great  oath  of  the  medical 
profession,  is  a  doctor  free,  because  of 
any  doctrine  of  privacy,  to  disclose  the 
condition  of  the  patient  in  order  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  patient  as  well  as  the  public,  is 
simply  a  position  not  borne  out  by  medi¬ 
cal  practice. 

Mr.  CARROLL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Colorado. 

Mr.  CARROLL.  I  have  listened  very 
carefully  to  this  debate.  I  want  to  say 
to  the  senior  Senator  from  Oregon  that 
the  junior  Senator  from  Colorado  was 
not  present  on  the  floor  the  other- 
day  during  the  debate  on  this  issue.  I 
was  home  with  a  heavy  chest  cold.  I 
wish  to  take  this  opportunity  now  to  say 
that  one  of  the  reasons  I  voted  against 


the  confirmation  of  the  nomination  oW 
this  able  lady  is  a  bit  different  from 
what  has  been  previously  stated.  Iyao 
not  know  her  personally.  I  came  tr/the 
House  of  Representatives  after  she  had 
retired.  I  believe  she  left  with  the  79th 
Congress;  I  came  to  the  House  in  the 
80th  Congress.  I  know  nooning  bad 
about  her.  There  is  nothing  vindictive 
or  vengeful  with  regard  t/  my  vote  at 
all. 

I  voted  on  the  basis  that  in  the  light 
of  critical  conditions'  which  exist  in 
Latin  America  today/ in  the  light  of  the 
scandalous  events  /which  happened  to 
the  Vice  President  in  Venezuela,  in  the 
light  of  what  h/s  occurred  in  Cuba,  in 
Panama,  and  in  Bolivia,  Mrs.  Luce  was 
not,  in  my  o/inion,  a  wise  selection.  I 
did  not  question  her  competency  and 
character/  I  thought  politically  and 
psychologically  it  was  an  unfortunate 
appointment  not  in  keeping  with  our 
national  interest.  That  is  why  I  voted 
agajnst  the  confirmation  of  Mrs.  Luce, 
want  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
m,  I  think  there  is  much  logic  in  the 
'position  that  any  Senator  or  any  person 
in  a  position  of  official  responsibility  has 
a  duty,  an  obligation,  and  a  trust  to  in¬ 
quire  into  the  capacity  and  competency 
of  people  who  seek  high  Government 
office. 

Hundreds  of  investigations  are  going 
on  every  day  in  this  Government  of 
ours,  being  conducted  by  the  FBI,  by 
the  Civil  Service  investigators,  and 
others,  looking  into  the  competency, 
the  character,  and  the  mental  stability 
of  people  who  work  for  the  Federal 
Government.  Why  should  any  such 
person  be  exempt?  Of  course,  we  rec¬ 
ognize  that  if  one  is  elected  to  high 
public  office,  however  desirable  one  does 
not  have  to  go  through  that  test,  but 
when  one  is  appointed  under  a  Gov¬ 
ernment  procedure,  he  or  she  has  to 
expect  these  investigations. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  one  or  two  questions.  When 
Mrs.  Luce  came  before  the  committee, 
were  any  questions  put  to  embarrass  or 
arass  her  in  any  way  with  references 
tovpiedical  treatment? 

MORSE.  No.  The  record  speaks 
for 

'ARROLL.  Did  anyone  impugn 
the  meitfeal  stability  of  Mrs.  Luce  at  the 
time  she  \ppeared  before  the  commit¬ 
tee? 

Mr.  MOR£>E.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  CARROITj.  Was  the  investiga¬ 
tion  prior  to  orVubsequent  to  the  time 
Mrs.  Luce  came  before  the  committee? 

Mr.  MORSE.  ItSvas  subsequent. 

Mr.  CARROLL.  Did  the  senior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Oregon  evek  issue  a  public 
press  statement  which  Vould  injure  or 
embarrass  this  fine  lady  i\this  respect? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Not  on  tnte  matter.  I 
•  do  not  have  any  doubt  that  she  has 
been  embarrassed  by  statement  I  have 
made  in  the  debate  as  to  whyN  think 
she  is  incompetent  to  perform  tne  job. 

Mr.  CARROLL.  I  am  referring  to 
mental  competence. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  correct.  'I 
made  no  public  statements  on  it. 

Mr.  CARROLL.  The  medical  aspect. 
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'Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  correct. 

/Mr.  CARROLL.  Is  this  the  first  time 
the  Viatter  has  come  up  on  the  floor  of 
the  Stenate  about  the  conversation  with 
her  doctor? 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  was  raised  by  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  at  the  request  of 
the  nominee  just  a  few  minutes  ago.  I 
mentioned  \t  in  a  general  way  earlier 
today  because  of  statements  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Illintois  had  made  to  the  press. 

Mr.  CARROLL.  It  was  never  raised 
by  the  senior  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  can  read 
the  Record.  It  ha^j  not  been. 

commend  the  sen- 
Oitegon  for  this  con' 


IAVEZ  addressed 


Mr.  CARROLL, 
ior  Senator  from 
duct. 

Mr.  BUSH  and  Mr.  Cl 
the  Chair. 

Mr.  CARROLL.  I  wish\to  say  in  con¬ 
clusion  that  this  debate  \would  really 
be  humorous  if  it  were  no\  so  serious. 
On  one  hand,  the  senior  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  merely  suggestecKan  emo¬ 
tional  instability.  The  nominee  or  the 
appointee  by  her  intemperate  Yemark 
of  yesterday,  when  the  Senator  made  a 
suggestion  of  emotional  instability,  re¬ 
sponded  by  saying  that  the  senior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  had  been  kicked \n 
the  head  by  a  horse,  no  doubt  to  conv< 
the  impression  of  a  permanent  mental 
imbalance.  I  suggest  that  if  we  con¬ 
tinue  along  these  lines  in  this  debate 
much  longer,  not  only  the  whole  coun¬ 
try,  but  also  Latin  America,  will  think 
we  are  all  “nuts.”  [Laughter.] 

Mr.  CHAVEZ  and  Mr.  BUSH  addressed 
the  Chair. 

Mr.  CARROLL.  I  leave  this  matter/ 
in  the  hands  of  the  President  of  tl 
United  States.  Methinks  only  the  Pres¬ 
ident  and  I  are  capable  of  exercising 
calm  sane  judgment,  and  if  he  in/ists 
upon  this  appointment,  a  question  of 
doubt  may  be  raised  against  him  op  pos¬ 
sibly  vice  versa. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  /dll  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  tl/i  Senator 
from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  BUSH.  I  did  not  hesfr  all  of  the 
discussion  this  afternoon,  leut  since  the 
question  has  been  raised  with  regard  to 
the  health  of  Mrs.  Luce,  /nd  since  there 
has  been  a  possible  question  as  to  mental 
health  raised,  I  should/  like  to  say,  for 
the  Record,  I  have  positive  knowledge, 
from  both  Mrs.  Lucey&nd  from  her  hus¬ 
band,  that  she  has /ot  ever  been  under 
the  care  of  a  psychiatrist.  I  make  that 
statement  for  theRECoRD  now. 

There  is  one  other  item  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  Senator  a  question  about. 
When  Mrs.  Luce  was  before  the  commit¬ 
tee  and  unde/  questioning  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Opegon,  the  Senator  raised  a 
question  as  £o  her  health.  I  read  from 
the  record  pi  the  hearings: 

Senator  pH orse.  Mrs.  Luce,  at  the  time  of 
your  leaving  Italy,  Time  magazine  carried 
a  story  1 4  the  effect  that  the  primary  reason 
for  you  /eaving  Italy  was  because  of  arsenic 
poisoning.  Was  that  a  correct  story? 

Mrs/ Luce.  They  would  have  been  a  little 
mor(/ correct  if  I  were  the  editor  of  Time, 
I  should  have  seen  to  it  that  they  were 
e  correct,  if  they  said  “arsenate  of  lead.” 
Senator  Morse.  Arsenate? 


Mrs.  Luce.  Arsenate. 

Senator  Morse.  That  was  the  pi 
reason  of  your  leaving - 

Mrs.  Luce.  The  primary  reason  of  my  pav¬ 
ing  was  my  health,  Senator,  yes. 

In  view  of  all  this  I  should  like  lo  ask 
the  Senator  why  he  did  not  pur/ue  the 
question  of  health  at  that  time/  to  give 
Mrs.  Luce  a  chance,  when  she  was  on 
the  witness  stand,  to  discuss  the  matter? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  that/s  perfectly 
obvious.  Sh§  was  not  talking  about 
mental  health.  Why  should  I,  at  a  pub¬ 
lic  hearing,  on  the  basis/of  that  testi¬ 
mony,  before  I  had  reached  any  deci¬ 
sion  as  to  whether  I  should  make  any 
inquiry  based  upon  /the  information 
which  has  been  given/ to  me  concerning 
her  emotional  stability,  proceed  to  dis¬ 
cuss  with  Mrs.  Luc/  any  question  about 
her  emotional  stability?  There  has  been 
some  talk  about  /hivalry.  It  would  not 
have  fitted  into  my  thoughts  of  chivalry 
to  raise  that  q/estion  at  that  time  in  a 
public  hearin; 

I  will  say  the  Senator,  if  there  had 
been,  to  my/ complete  satisfaction,  any 
verification/  of  a  record  of  ill  health 
mentally  J  would  have  taken  it  before 
the  comi/ittee  for  a  “behind  the  door 
discussi' 

Mr.  /USH.  I  am  sorry,  for  the  sake 
of  the/record,  that  the  Senator  did  not 
do  scJ  so  that  we  could  have  avoided  all 
this /discussion,  which  is  most  unfortu- 

Ir.  MORSE.  I  reached  the  conclu- 
sfcft  that  there  was  not  sufficient  evi- 
lenoe  to  make  that  a  basis  for  objection. 

MiaBUSH.  The  Senator  is  not  im- 
plyingXthen,  that  there  is  any  question 
about  the  mental  health  of  Clare  Boothe 
Luce  rignfc  now? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  say  for  the  record 
that  I  thinkSAhe  has  demonstrated  a  high 
state  of  emotional  instability,  to  such  a 
degree  that  iYlo  not  believe  she  should 
be  appointed  t\a  diplomatic  post. 


EXECUTIVE  REPORT  OP  A  COMMIT¬ 
TEE — MINORITvC  VIEWS  (EXECU¬ 
TIVE  REPORT  NGL  2) 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr\President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  submit,  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judioiary,  a  favor¬ 
able  report  on  the  nomination  of  Pot¬ 
ter  Stewart,  to  be  an  Associate  Justice 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Yhe  United 
States,  together  with  the  minority  views 
of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Johnston]  and  the  Senator  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi  [Mr.  Eastland].  I  ask  that  the 
report,  together  with  the  minority  \iews, 
be  printed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The\e 
port  will  be  received  and  printed, 
requested  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois' 
and  the  nomination  will  be  placed  on  the 
Executive  Calendar, 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPRO¬ 
PRIATIONS,  1959 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.R.  5916)  making  supple¬ 
mental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1959,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 


Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  hope 
that  the  Senate  will  now  proceed  to  dis¬ 
charge  its  other  responsibilities. 

Mr.  President,  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment  is  on  page  31,  lines  10  to  18.  The 
amendment  would  strike  out  all  that 
language.  It  contains  an  item  of  $283,- 
550 — $150,000  for  floor  covering,  $103,- 
550  for  furniture,  and  $30,000  for  secu¬ 
rity  files  and  steel  shelving.  The  yeas 
and  nays  have  been  ordered,  and  I  hope 
we  may  now  have  a  vote. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  sena¬ 
torial  discussion  frequently  deals  with 
issues  other  than  those  pending  before 
the  body.  We  are  now  about  to  vote  on 
the  pending  amendment.  I  should  like 
to  take  a  couple  of  minutes  to  sum  up 
the  situation. 

We  already  have  375  desks  and  400 
chairs  available  for  the  40  rooms  which  it 
is  proposed  to  furnish.  We  also  have  215 
filing  cases  and  85  bookcases  available. 

The  statement  was  made — I  am  sure  in 
good  faith,  but  it  has  turned  out  to  be 
incorrect — that  the  office  staff  which  is 
being  moved  from  the  HOLC  building 
was  using,  in  that  building,  rented  furni¬ 
ture,  and  that  furniture  will  have  to  be 
bought  for  the  offices  in  the  new  Senate 
Office  Building. 

As  I  have  previously  mentioned,  we 
have  checked  on  this  report  with  the 
custodian’s  office.  We  are  informed  that 
the  furniture  at  the  HOLC  building  being 
used  by  the  Senate  staff  is  owned  by  the 
Senate  wing  of  the  Capitol,  and  that  it  is 
under  the  custody  and  direction  of  the 
Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the  Senate.  We  are 
informed  that  those  employees  did  not 
use  rented  furniture,  and  therefore  the 
furniture  could  be  taken  with  them. 

The  question  of  the  carpets  has  been 
pretty  thoroughly  discussed.  They  are 
not  necessary  for  acoustics.  They  are 
not  necessary  for  safety.  The  entire  pro¬ 
posal  represents  a  waste  of  $283,000,  in 
addition  to  the  $1  million  which  has  al¬ 
ready  been  spent  for  furniture  and  fur¬ 
nishings.  I  hope  that  by  a  decisive  vote 
the  Senate  will  say  that  it  wants  to  save 
money  and  is  willing  to  save  money  on 
itself,  as  well  as  on  other  departments. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Douglas]  to  the  committee  amendment 
on  page  31. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mi*.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Will  the  Chair  please 
state  the  interpretation  of  the  Chair  as 
to  the  amendment  on  which  we  are  about 
to  vote,  on  page  31,  lines  10  to  18? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
i  question  is!  on  agreeing  to  the  amend - 
\ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
to  strike  out  lines  10  to  18  in  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  on  page  31. 

On  this  question,  the  yeas  and  nays 
have  been  ordered,  and  the  clerk  will  call 
the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Bible]  is 
absent  because  of  death  in  his  family. 
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The  Senator  from  Delaware 
Frear  ]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Hartke]  and  the  Senator  from  Okla¬ 
homa  [Mr.  Monroney]  are  necessarily 
absent. 

The  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
O’Mahoney]  and  the  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Yarborough]  are  absent  on 
official  business. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Javits]  is 
necessarily  absent,  and,  if  present  and 
voting,  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Schoeppel]  and  the  Senator  from  Wis¬ 
consin  [Mr.  Wiley]  are  detained  on 
official  business. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  34, 
nays  55,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 34 


Allott 

Curtis 

Magnuson 

Anderson 

Douglas 

Morse 

Bartlett 

Dworshak 

Mundt 

Beall 

Ellender 

Pastore 

Byrd,  Va. 

Goldwater 

Prouty 

Cannon 

Green 

Proxmire 

Case,  N.J. 

Gruening  ' 

Robertson 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Humphrey 

Scott 

Church 

Keating 

Talmadge 

Clark 

Langer 

Williams,  Del. 

Cooper 

Lausche 

Cotton 

McNamara 

NAYS— 55 

Aiken 

Hennings 

Morton 

Bennett 

Hickenlooper 

Moss 

Bridges 

Hill 

Murray 

Bush 

Holland 

Muskie 

Butler 

Hruska 

Neuberger 

Byrd,  W.  Va. 

Jackson 

Randolph 

Capehart 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Russell 

Carlson 

Johnston,  S.C. 

Saltonstall 

Carroll 

Jordan 

Smathers 

Chavez 

Kefauver 

Smith 

Dirksen 

Kennedy 

Sparkman 

Dodd 

Kerr 

Stennis 

Eastland 

Kuchel 

Symington 

Engle 

Long 

Thurmond 

Ervin 

McCarthy 

Williams,  N.J. 

Fulbright 

McClellan 

Young,  N.  Da! 

Gore 

McGee 

Young,  Ohio 

Hart 

Mansfield 

Hayden 

Martin 

NOT  VOTING— 

-9 

Bible 

Javits 

Schoeppel 

Frear 

Monroney 

Wiley 

Hartke 

O’Mahoney 

Yarborough 

So  Mr.  Douglas’  amendment  was 
rejected. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the 
amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  move  to 
lay  that  motion  on  the  table. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  call 
up  my  amendment  designated  “4-28-59 — 
B,”  and  ask  that  it  be  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  read  for  the  infor¬ 
mation  of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  31, 
it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  lines  2  to  9, 
inclusive. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Illinois. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Will  the 
Senator  indicate  to  the  Senate  how  long 
he  expects  the  proponents  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  will  take,  so  that  Senators  who 
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desire  to  have  another  bill  considered 
and  who  have  dinner  engagements  this 
evening  can  estimate  how  late  the  Sen¬ 
ator  will  remain  in  session? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  It  is  never  safe  to 
estimate  in  advance  how  long  a  debate 
will  take.  I  think  the  members  of  the 
committee  and  I  consumed  a  little  more 
than  1  hour  on  the  first  amendment. 

Then  certain  other  matters  were  taken 
up  by  the  Senate  which  took  2  hours. 

So  one  never  knows  when  a  typhoon  or 
a  hurricane  is  likely  to  strike  this  body. 
Therefore,  pledges  cannot  be  given  in 
advance. 

I  myself  do  not  intend  to  take  more 
than  20  minutes.  The  amendment  re¬ 
lates  to  the  proposed  further  appropria¬ 
tion  of  $4  million  for  a  subway  which 
ends  nowhere  and  which  carries  with  it 
very  dubious  possibilities  about  its  fu¬ 
ture. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Would  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  be  agreeable  to  a 
unanimous-consent  agreement  which 
would  give  the  proponents  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  30  minutes? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Absolutely. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  make  such  a  request. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Texas? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  could 
we  carry  that  farther  and  ask  for  a  yea- 
and-nay  vote  on  the  amendment? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Yes;  as  soon 
as  the  agreement  has  been  entered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  unanimous -consent 
agreement  is  entered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
amendment. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  while  the  Senator  from  Illinois  is 
in  such  a  cooperative  frame  of  mind - 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  always  in  a  co¬ 
operative  frame  of  mind. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  While  other 
Senators  who  are  also  cooperative  are 
present,  but  for  whom  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  does  not  speak,  I  wonder  if  it 
would  be  agreeable  to  have  me  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  proceed  to  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  railroad  retirement  bill, 
with  the  understanding  that  there  be  a 
time  limitation  of  not  to  exceed  20  min¬ 
utes  on  each  side.  I  am  informed  that 
one  side  will  not  use  all  its  time. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  In  other  words,  does 
the  Senator  propose  to  lay  aside  my 
amendment  for  40  minutes? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Yes. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  agreeable. 
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rarily  laid  aside,  and  that  the  Senate  / 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Calendar’' 
No.  211,  Senate  bill  226;  and  that  the 
time  on  the  bill  and  on  all  amendments 
be  limited  to  not  to  exceed  20  minutes  on 
each  side,  the  time  to  be  controlled  by  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Mor^e]  and 
the  minority  leader. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER/'  The  bill 
will  be  stated  by  title  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk. /A  bill  (S.  226) 
to  amend  the  Railroad ^Retirement  Act 
of  1937,  the  Railroad/Retirement  Tax 
Act,  and  the  RailroacLUnemployment  In¬ 
surance  Act,  so  as  Jlo  provide  increases 
in  benefits,  and  foi/other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  then unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest  of  the  Senator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Delaware.  Mr. 
President,  l  did  not  hear  the  proposed 
unanimous-consent  agreement. 

Mr.  J0HNSON  of  Texas.  The  pro¬ 
posed  jnnanimous-consent  agreement  is 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consider¬ 
ation  of  the  railroad  retirement  bill, 
Cq^endar  211,  Senate  bill  226,  and  that 
bate  be  limited  to  20  minutes  on  each 
ide,  the  time  to  be  controlled,  on  behalf 
of  the  proponents  of  the  bill,  by  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse],  and 
on  behalf  of  the  opponents,  by  the  mi¬ 
nority  leader. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Delaware.  Would 
that  allow  some  time  on  all  amendments 
and  on  amendments  to  amendments? 

Mr,  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Yes. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  retirement 
bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  will  ask  for 
the  yeas  and  nays  after  the  bill  has  been 
laid  before  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest  of  the  Senator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  ALLOTT.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
wish  to  get  squeezed  into  a  comer  on  this 
proposal.  I  wish  to  propound  some  ques¬ 
tions.  I  simply  wish  to  have  some  as¬ 
surance  that  I  may  have  5,  7,  or  10 
minutes  to  propound  the  questions. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Senator 
1  have  such  an  opportunity, 
r.  ALLOTT.  I  do  not  object. 

WILLIAMS  of  Delaware.  Mr. 
Present,  if  I  correctly  understand  the 
proposed  unanimous-consent  agreement, 
it  provraes  for  20  minutes  on  each 
amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  No;  a  total 
of  20  minutes  on  each  side. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Delaware.  On  all 
amendments? 

Mr.  JOHNSO: 
stand  there  is  no 
fered,  except  one 


AMENDMENT  OF  RAILROAD  RETIRE¬ 
MENT  ACT  OF  1937,  RAILROAD  RE¬ 
TIREMENT  TAX  ACT,  AND  RAIL¬ 
ROAD  UNEMPLOYMENT  INSUR¬ 
ANCE  ACT 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
unfinished  business,  H.R.  5916,  the  sup¬ 
plemental  appropriation  bill,  be  tempo¬ 


of  Texas.  I  under- 
mendment  to  be  of- 
ich  is  acceptable  to 
the  Republicans,  andythe  committee  has 
agreed  on  it.  The  minority,  I  have  been 
informed,  desire  to  hav&jio  discussion  on 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Delaware.  That 
may  well  be  true.  I  have  noSamendment 
to  offer,  but  I  would  not  want  to  agree 
to  a  limitation  of  time  of  only  20  minutes 
to  a  side  regardless  of  the  number  of 
amendments  which  might  be  offered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  win  be 
glad  to  agree  to  a  proposal  which  will 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


April  29 


allo\  5  minutes  on  each  side  on  any 
amendment. 

Mr.  wtt.t.tamr  of  Delaware.  I  think 
it  shoulcrbe  20  minutes  to  a  side. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  All  right; 
20  minutes  wj  a  side  on  each  amendment 
which  is  offered.  I  am  informed,  how¬ 
ever,  that  thei\  are  no  amendments  to 
he  offered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest  of  the  Senator  itom  Texas? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
President,  can  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  tell  the  Senate  wnpt  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  to  which  he  saylk there  is  no 
objection? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas,  "the  distin¬ 
guished  minority  leader  can  \ive  the 
Senator  that  information. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  It  is  an  amendment 
to  reduce  the  tax  on  carriers  from  4  per¬ 
cent  to  3%  percent.  I  was  advised  yes¬ 
terday  that  that  is  agreeable,  and  thai 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  is  willing  to 
accept  the  amendment  and  take  it  to 
conference. 

The  House  is  likely  to  pass,  not  an 
identical  bill,  but  a  similar  bill,  today. 
Whatever  differences  there  may  be  can 
be  adjusted  in  conference. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  had 
heard  rumors  that  some  other  amend¬ 
ments  might  be  offered.  If  the  proposed 
unanimous-consent  agreement  will  allow 
20  minutes  to  a  side  on  each  amend¬ 
ment,  as  well,  I  will  not  object. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  pro¬ 
posed  agreement  so  provides. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  proposed  unanimous- 
consent  agreement?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  the  agreement  is  entered. 

The  Senate  thereupon  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill  (S.  226)  to  amend  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  1937,  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Tax  Act,  and  the 
Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act, 
so  as  to  provide  increases  in  benefits,  and 
for  other  purposes,  which  had  been  re¬ 
ported  from  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare,  with  amendments 
on  page  3,  line  5,  after  the  word  “which”, 
to  strike  out  “became”  and  insert  “be¬ 
come”;  on  page  4,  line  7,  after  the  worj 
“before”,  to  strike  out  “January  1,  191 
and  insert  “the  calendar  month  next/fol 
lowing  the  month  in  which  this  Aot  was 
amended  in  1959”;  in  line  10,  after  the 
word  “after”,  to  strike  out  “December  31, 
1958”  and  insert  “the  month/in  which 
this  Act  was  so  amended,” yon  page  5, 
line  15,  after  the  word-“bef/e”,  to  strike 
out  “January  1,  1959”  and  insert  “the 
calendar  month  next/  following  the 
month  in  which  this  Aytt  was  amended  in 
1959”;  at  the  beginning  of  line  18,  to 
strike  out  “December  31,  1958”  and  in¬ 
sert  “the  month  In  which  this  Act  was 
so  amended”;  on  page  6,  line  10,  after 
the  word  “before”,  to  strike  out  “Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1959V and  insert  “the  calendar 
month  next  following  the  month  in 
which  this  Act  was  amended  in  1959”; 
in  line  /3,  after  the  word  “after”,  to 
strike  .out  “December  31,  1958”  and  in- 
the  month  in  which  this  Act  was 
ifnended,”;  on  page  7,  after  line  2,  to 
"a  new  section,  as  follows: 


Sec.  4.  Section  20  of  the  Railroad  Retire¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937  is  amended  (1)  by  insert¬ 
ing  “(a)”  immediately  after  “Sec.  20.”;  and 
(2)  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  follow¬ 
ing  new  subsection: 

“(b)  Pensions  and  annuities  under  this 
Act  or  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  1935 
shall  not  be  considered  as  income  for  the 
purposes  of  section  522  of  title  38  of  the 
United  States  Code.” 

At  the  beginning  of  line  11,  to  change 
the  section  number  from  “4”  to  “5”;  in 
line  14,  after  the  word  “before”,  to  strike 
out  “January  1,  1959”  and  insert  “the 
month  next  following  the  month  of  en¬ 
actment  of  this  Act”;  in  line  17,  after 
the  word  “before”,  to  strike  out  “Feb¬ 
ruary  1,  1959”  and  insert  “the  second 
calendar  month  next  following  the 
month  of  such  enactment”;  at  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  line  24,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  “5”  to  “6”;  in  line  26,  after 
the  word  “by”,  to  strike  out  “subsections 
,  (b)  and  (c)”  and  insert  “subsection  (b)”; 

*  on  page  8, 'line  2,  after  the  word  “section”, 
£o  strike  out  “4”  and  insert  “5”;  in  line 
after  the  word  “months”,  to  strike  out 
“arter  December  1958”  and  insert  “aftery 
theSnonth  of  enactment  of  this  Act”;  ii 
line  \  after  “section  1”,  to  insert  “and 
by  subsection  (c)  of  section  3”;  in/fine 
11,  afterrthe  word  “after”,  to  strijte  out 
“December.  1958”  and  insert  “th/month 
of  enactment  of  this  Act”;  inr  line  14, 
after  the  uWd  “after”,  to /strike  out 
“December  1996”  and  insert/the  month 
of  enactment  ol  this  Act/;  in  line  17, 
after  the  word  “after”,  tc/strike  out  “De¬ 
cember  1958”  and  snse/  “the  month  of 
enactment  of  this  Affr;  in  line  18,  after 
the  amendment  ju/t\above  stated,  to 
strike  out  “Sectio/  4”  and  insert  “Sec¬ 
tions  4  and  5”;  m  line  20\ifter  the  word 
“after”,  to  strike  out  “January  1959”  and 
insert  “the  lanonth  next  following  the 
month  of  enactment  of  this  Abt”;  at  the 
beginningvof  line  22,  to  strike  but  “De¬ 
cember  1058”  and  insert  “the  month  of 
enactment  of  this  Act”;  on  page  9,  at  the 
beginning  of  line  16,  to  strike  out  De¬ 
cember  31,  1958”  and  insert  “the  mo: 
in/which  this  provision  was  amended  ii 
59”;  on  page  10,  at  the  beginning  of 
ine  4,  to  strike  out  “December  31,  1958’ 
and  insert  “the  month  in  which  this 
provision  was  amended  in  1959”;  at  the 
beginning  of  line  8,  to  strike  out  “1958” 
and  insert  “the  month  in  which  this 
provision  was  amended  in  1959”;  in  line 
17,  after  the  word  “after”,  to  strike  out 
“December  31,  1958”  and  insert  “the 
month  in  which  this  provision  was 
amended  in  1959”;  on  page  11,  at  the 
beginning  of  line  17,  to  strike  out  “De¬ 
cember  31,  1958”  and  insert  “the  month 
in  which  this  provision  was  amended  in 
1959”;  in  line  25,  after  the  word  “out” 
to  strike  out  “1954”  and  insert  “after 
December  31,  1954”  and  “after  1954”; 
on  page  12,  line  1,  after  the  word 
“wherever”,  to  strike  out  “else  it  appears” 
and  insert  “they  appear”;  in  line  2,  after 
the  word  “thereof”,  to  strike  out  “1958” 
and  insert  “after  the  month  in  which 
this  provision  was  amended  in  1959”;  in 
line  18,  after  the  word  “of”,  to  strike  out 
“January  1,  1959”  and  insert  “the  first 
day  of  the  calendar  month  next  follow¬ 
ing  the  month  in  which  this  Act  was 


enacted”;  at  the  beginning  of  line  21,  toy 
strike  out  “December  31, 1958”  and  insea 
“the  month  of  such  enactment” ;  in  line 
22,  after  the  word  “such”,  to  strik&'out 
“date”  and  insert  “month  of  enactment”; 
on  page  13,  line  3,  after  “Sec.  301.”,  to 
insert  “(a)”;  at  the  beginning  of  line  10, 
to  strike  out  “January  1,  195/’  and  in¬ 
sert  “the  calendar  month  /ext  follow¬ 
ing  the  month  in  which/this  Act  was 
amended  in  1959”;  in  li/e  12,  after  the 
word  “after”,  to  strike  out  “December  31, 
1958”  and  insert  “the  olonth  in  which  this 
Act  was  so  amend9d”;  after  line  13,  to 
insert: 

“(b)  The  first  j/oviso  of  section  l(k)  of 
the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act 
is  amended  by  striking  out  ‘$400’  and  in¬ 
serting  in  lie/  thereof  ‘$500’.” 

On  pag/l6,  line  3,  after  “1957”,  to  in¬ 
sert  “and  before  April  1,  1959,”;  in  line 
9,  after  the  word  before”,  to  strike  out 
“Apr/’  and  insert  “July”;  on  page  17, 
at  Vne  beginning  of  line  15,  to  strike  out 
oiZ  “January  1,  1959”  and  insert  “the 
Calendar  month  next  following  the 
'month  in  which  this  Act  was  amended 
in  1959”;  in  line  18,  after  the  word  “af¬ 
ter”,  to  strike  out  “December  31,  1958” 
and  insert  “the  month  in  which  this  Act 
was  so  amended”;  in  line  21,  after  the 
word  “before”,  to  strike  out  “January  1, 
1959”  and  insert  “the  calendar  month 
next  following  the  month  in  which  this 
Act  was  amended  in  1959”;  at  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  line  24,  to  strike  out  “Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1958”  and  insert  “the  month  in 
which  this  Act  was  so  amended”;  on 
page  18,  at  the  beginning  of  line  2,  to 
strike  out  “January  1,  1959”  and  insert 
“the  calendar  month  next  following  the 
month  in  which  this  Act  was  amended 
in  1959”;  in  line  4,  after  the  word  “after”, 
to  strike  out  “December  31, 1958”  and  in¬ 
sert  “the  month  in  which  this  Act  was  so 
amended”;  at  the  beginning  of  line  6,  to 
strike  out  “1947”  and  insert  “December 
31,  1947”;  in  line  7,  after  the  word 
“thereof”,  to  strike  out  “1958”  and  in¬ 
sert  “the  month  in  which  this  Act  was 
amended  in  1959”;  in  line  13,  after  the 
word  “thereof”,  to  strike  out  “3V2”  and 
jnsert  “4”;  in  line  15,  after  the  word  “be- 
w-e”,  to  strike  out  “January  1,  1959” 
and  insert  “the  calendar  month  next  fol¬ 
lowing  the  month  in  which  this  Act  was 
amended  in  1959”;  in  line  19,  after  the 
word  ‘Softer”,  to  strike  out  “December 
31,  1958S(  and  insert  “the  month  in 
which  thi\  Act  was  so  amended”;  after 
line  20,  to  insert  a  new  section,  as  follows: 

Sec.  308.  (a)\Bubsection  (d)  of  section  10 
of  the  RailroacK  Unemployment  Insurance 
Act  be  amended  taa-ead  as  follows: 

“(d)  Whenever  \he  Board  finds  at  any 
time  that  the  balanck  in  the  railroad  unem¬ 
ployment  insurance  amount  will  be  insuffi¬ 
cient  to  pay  the  benefit^  and  refunds  which 
it  estimates  _  are  due,  oi\wili  become  due, 
under  this  Act,  it  shall  request  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  to  transfer  frHm  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Account  to  the  credit  of  the  rail¬ 
road  unemployment  insurance  account  such 
moneys  as  the  Board  estimated  would  be 
necessary  for  the  payment  of  suc\  benefits 
and  refunds,  and  the  Secretary  shau  make 
such  transfer.  Whenever  the  Boarck  finds 
that  the  balance  in  the  railroad  unemploy¬ 
ment  insurance  account,  without  regarckto 
the  amounts  transferred  pursuant  to 
next  preceding  sentence,  is  sufficient  to  pay 
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which  would  c»eck  Moscow  In  its  traditional 


policy  of  creatir 
of  the  world  and 


sore  spots  in  various  parts 
ipitallzing  upon  them  by 
threatening  the  neutral  and  noncommitted 
nations  with  atomic  destruction. 

10.  In  view  of  theVonfessions  of  genocide 
made  by  Nikita  S.  Kmmshchev  at  the  XXth 
congress  of  the  Communist  Party  of  the 
Soviet  Union  in  February  1956,  ratification 
by  the  U.S.  Senate  of  theVX3enocide  Conven¬ 
tion,  and  an  investigation  on  the  part  of  the 
United  Nations  into  the  crmjes  of  genocide 
committed  by  the  U.S.S.R.  smce  1917; 

11.  Display  of  sympathetic  understanding 
on  the  part  of  the  U.S.  Govermment  to  the 
cause  of  liberation  of  the  nations  enslaved 
by  Moscow,  and  to  their  aspirations  to  inde¬ 
pendence.  This  would  embrace  tnh  under¬ 
standing  that  the  U.S.S.R.  is  not  Rus^a,  and 
that  not  all  the  inhabitants  of  the ''Soviet 
Union  are  Russians.  On  the  contrary,  Nnore 
than  50  percent  of  the  population  ofVhe 
Soviet  Union  consists  of  the  enslaved  mjd 
conquered  non-Russian  nations,  which  ar 
waging  an  undying  struggle  against  the  Rus¬ 
sian  enslaver; 

12.  We  note  with  indignation  that  the  im¬ 
perialistic  policy  of  the  U.S.S.R.  has  found 
moral  support  among  the  Russian  emigres 
in  the  United  States,  in  the  form  of  an 
ultimatum  of  23  Russian  oragnizations, 
which,  at  their  meting  on  August  2,  1958, 
appealed  to  President  Eisenhower  of  the 
United  States  not  to  support  the  natural 
liberation  struggle  of  the  peoples  enslaved 
in  the  Russian  empire,  calling  such  process 
a  "dismemberment  of  Russia,”  and  threat¬ 
ening  that  unless  the  United  States  with¬ 
draws  its  support  of  the  enslaved  peoples, 
"the  Russian  people  will  defend  the  Soviet 
Government.” 

13.  To  express  gratitude  to  Governors  and 
State  governments  and  to  mayors  of  cities 
who,  xmderstanding  the  struggle  of  the 
Ukrainian  people  for  freedom,  statehood,  and 
independence,  proclaimed  January  22  as 
Ukrainian  Independence  Day  to  commemo¬ 
rate  the  41th  anniversary  of  Ukranian  inde¬ 
pendence. 

Likewise,  the  Seventh  Congress  of  Amer¬ 
icans  of  Ukrainian  Descent  expresses  grati¬ 
tude  to  many  U.S.  Senators  and  Congress¬ 
men  for  their  statements  and  declarations 
made  on  that  day  in  Congress. 

It  unanimously  supports  the  Bush-Javits 
resolution,  which  would  have  the  U.S.  Gov¬ 
ernment  permanently  proclaim  January  22 
as  Ukrainian  Independence  Day  to  be  ob¬ 
served  throughout  the  country; 

14.  Because  at  this  time  the  AFL-CICy 
especially  under  its  president  George  Meai 
conducts  a  brave  and  courageous  policy  with 
respect  to  Russian  imperalism  and  against 
its  slave  system  and  defends  the  right  of 
Ukraine  and  other  enslaved  nations' to  full 
liberation,  the  Seventh  Congress  of  Ameri¬ 
cans  of  Ukrainian  Descent  unanimously  de¬ 
cides  to  express  its  support  of  *ne  stand  of 
the  AFL-CIO  and  is  president  -George  Meany 
and  recommends  to  the  new  .executive  board 
of  the  Ukrainian  Congress  Committee  of 
America  to  maintain  constant  relations  with 
this  organization  and  its/leaders,  who  repre¬ 
sent  the  true  conscience  of  the  labor  move¬ 
ment  of  America. 


kane  Valley  project,  Washington  and 
Idaho  under  Federal  reclamation  laws. 

Calendar  No.  145,  H.R.  3293,  to  author¬ 
ize  the  construction  of  modern  naval 
vessels. 

Calendar  No.  174,  S.  455,  to  provide 
for  the  appointment  of  an  assistant  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  assure  joint 
policy  and  planning  and  equitable  budg¬ 
eting  of  exchange  of  persons  programs 
and  administrative  cooperation  between 
staffs  engaged  in  carrying  out  such  pro¬ 
grams. 

Calendar  No.  175,  H.  Con.  Res.  34,  fa¬ 
voring  the  meeting  of  the  North  Atlantic 
Treaty  Parliamentary  Conference  for 
1959  in  Washington,  D.C. 

Calendar  No.  182,  S.  753,  to  authorize 
cooperative  associations  of  milk  pro¬ 
ducers  to  bargain  with  purchasers  singly 
or  in  groups  and  for  other  purposes. 

Calendar  No.  183,  S.  690,  to  provide  for 
vthe  increased  use  of  agricultural  prod¬ 
ucts  for  industrial  purposes. 
sCalendar  No.  184,  S.  1289,  to  increas 
and  extend  the  special  milk  program  fj 
children. 

Calendar  No.  185,  S.  1120,  to  anfiend 
sectiork  19  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act 
with  respect  to  the  reserves  reamred  to 
be  maintained  by  member  banks  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System  against  deposits. 

CalendarNNo.  186,  S.  1062,  to  amend 
the  Federal  Npeposit  Insurance  Act  to 
provide  safeguards  a'gainfet  mergers  and 
consolidations  \)f  banks  which  might 
lessen  competition  unduly  or  tend  unduly 
to  create  a  monopojyin  the  field  of  bank¬ 
ing. 

Calendar  No.  >f95\Senate  Resolution 
96,  favoring  aryinternational  agreement 
for  a  suspension  of  nucfear  weapon  tests. 

Calendar^).  206,  S.  \434,  to  amend 
title  XI  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act, 
1936,  as  ^mended,  with  rftspect  to  in- 
surance/of  ship  mortgages,  and  for  other 
purposes.  That  bill  will  be  neld  up  for 
a  ieyf  days  at  the  request  of  tnd  Senator 
from  Delaware1  CMr.  William!*],  who 
*eds  some  additional  informatie 
It  is  possible  that  any  or  all  ofVhese 
bills  may  be  brought  up  on  motion  when 
we  conclude  the  consideration  of 
supplemental  appropriation  bill. 
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PROGRAM 
of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 


LEGIS! 

Mr.  JOHN! 
dent,  I  should  like  to  inform  the  Senate 
of  the  possibility  that  when  we  conclude 
consideration  of  the  supplemental  ap¬ 
propriation  bill,  we  may  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  the  following  measures, 
lot  necessarily  in  the  order  in  which 
I  lj£t  them : 

'Calendar  No.  143,  S.  994,  to  authorize 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  con¬ 
struct,  operate,  and  maintain  the  Spo¬ 


ORDER  FOR  ADJOURNMENT  UNTIL 
10 :30  O'CLOCK  TOMORROW  MORN¬ 
ING 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  when 
the  Senate  concludes  its  business  today 
it  stand  in  adjournment  until  10:30 
o’clock  tomorrow  morning. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPRO¬ 
PRIATIONS,  1959 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.R.  5916),  making  supple¬ 
mental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1959,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 


TJie  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  order  for 
the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  my 
amendment  calls  for  the  elimination  of 
the  added  appropriation  of  $4  million 
which  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  is  in¬ 
sisting  upon  for  the  new  subway. 

I  thank  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden],  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  committee,  for  making  avail¬ 
able  in  the  well  of  the  Chamber  the  map 
showing  the  old  subway  and  the  new 
subway.  I  may  say  I  have  inspected  the 
new  subway  on  foot  and  in  great  detail,  so 
I  think  I  know  what  I  am  talking  about. 

A  few  facts  are  very  important, 
namely,  that  $2,103,729  has  already  been 
spent  on  the  new  subway.  An  additional 
isum  of  $246,000  has  already  been  ap¬ 
propriated  for  it,  so  the  subway,  as  it  has 
been  constructed  to  date,  will  cost 
$2,349,000,  or  roughly  $2,350,000. 

Now  it  is  proposed  to  spend  $4  mil¬ 
lion  more,  or  a  total  of  $6,350,000. 

I  shall  indicate  on  the  map  some  of 
the  details  of  the  subway  construction. 
While  the  subway  was  being  constructed, 
I  had  expected,  and  I  think  almost  every¬ 
one  else  had  expected,  that  it  would 
join  the  existing  subway  at  some  point 
and  that  the  two  would  have  a  joint 
terminus.  To  my  amazement,  when  I 
went  down  into  the  subway  yesterday 
morning,  I  found  that  this  is  not  the 
case.  Tire  subway  runs  under  the  Capi¬ 
tol  grounds  and  then  stops  directly 
facing  the  Senate  wing  of  the  Capitol. 
A  spur  was  constructed  from  the  ro¬ 
tunda  in  the  basement  of  the  Old  Senate 
Office  Building  to  run  into  the  new  sub¬ 
way  line,  so  that  the  new  subway  from 
the  old  office  building  is  made  a  subsid¬ 
iary  of  the  new  subway.  It  becomes  4 
tracks  from  that  point.  I  do  not  know 
what  will  happen  to  the  present  sub¬ 
way  but  obviously  it  will  be  rendered 
useless. 

Then  the  plans  call  for  the  extension 
of  the  new  subway  from  its  present  dead 
end  to  underneath  the  steps  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  wing;  and  in  the  process  of  that  con¬ 
struction  the  steps  of  the  Senate  are  to 
be  torn  down,  the  walls  reconstructed, 
and  a  new  terminal  built,  which  will  rival 
the  Moscow  subway,  according  to  the 
plans  which  I  have  seen.  The  present 
subway  will  then  be  left  all  alone.  I 
do  not  know  what  it  will  be  used  for. 
It  will  simply  be  a  hole  in  the  ground, 
and  there  will  be  two  subways,  more  or 
less,  side  by  side. 

What  are  the  arguments  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  construction?  One  argument  is 
that  it  will  save  steps;  that  Senators 
coming  out  underneath  the  present  Sen¬ 
ate  stairs  can  move  directly  into  the 
elevator  and  come  up  into  the  Capitol 
Building.  How  many  steps  will  this  save 
as  compared  with  the  distance  from  the 
present  terminal?  I  paced  off  the  dis¬ 
tance  yesterday  and  found  it  will  save 
50  steps. 

As  a  general  rule,  I  think  it  is  good 
for  us  to  walk.  Exercise  is  one  of  the 
things  we  Senators  normally  miss.  To 
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spend  $4  million  in  order  to  save  50  steps, 
at  a  cost  of  $80,000  a  step — steps  which 
we  should  take  anyway — seems  to  me 
somewhat  exorbitant. 

It  is  said  that  the  steps  outside  the 
Senate  wing  will  fall  down  some  day  and 
that  they  had  better  be  repaired  now. 
I  do  not  know  whether  that  is  the  case. 
I  should  like  to  see  a  very  thorough  en¬ 
gineering  report  before  we  commit  our¬ 
selves. 

The  point  I  wish  to  make  can  be  stated 
very  briefly.  I  think  the  Architect  has 
exceeded  his  authority.  Instead  of  mak¬ 
ing  it  possible  to  join  the  two  subways 
at  a  common  terminal,  he  has  proceeded 
according  to  an  entirely  different  plan. 
Now  he  virtually  faces  us  with  an  ac¬ 
complished  fact  and,  in  effect,  says: 
“You  must  go  through  with  this  plan,  or 
else  all  the  new  construction  will  go  to 
waste.” 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Muskie  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Illinois  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Ohio? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Why  was  the  new 
subway  brought  to  such  an  awkward  and 
unusable  state? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  cannot  speculate 
as  to  that.  I  think  it  has  been  a  great 
blunder.  If  I  may  be  brutal,  I  think  the 
Architect  may  have  done  it  by  accident 
or  design  in  order  to  confront  us  with 
the  fact  that,  since  it  was  obviously  in¬ 
complete,  and  ended  in  a  blank  wall,  we 
would  have  to  give  him  more  money  to 
finish  it. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Will  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  state  the  cost  of  the  part  of 
the  subway  which  has  been  completed? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Two  million  three 
hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars.  The 
Senator  from  Ohio  has  touched  on  a 
very  good  point. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  What  will  be  the  cost 
of  this  unfinished  segment? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Four  million  dollars. 
In  other  words,  it  will  cost  almost  twice 
as  much  to  finish  it  as  it  has  cost  to 
construct  this  whole  area. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Has  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  ever  been  acquainted,  until  re¬ 
cently,  with  the  fact  that  the  new  sub¬ 
way  ended  in  this  unusable,  awkward 
manner? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  No.  Perhaps  I  as¬ 
sumed  too  much;  I  assumed,  as  the  sub¬ 
way  was  being  built,  that  it  would  curve 
in,  and  would  join  the  existing  subway, 
and  that  the  two  would  have  a  common 
terminal — that  we  would  be  able  to  use 
the  old  subway  in  going  to  the  Old  Sen¬ 
ate  Office  Building,  and  would  be  able  to 
use  the  new  subway  in  going  to  the  new 
Senate  Office  Building,  and  that  the  two 
subways  would  share  a  common  termi¬ 
nal.  But,  instead,  we  find  that  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  scrap  the  old  subway;  and  we 
are  told  that  the  new  subway  must  have 
a  new  approach  to  the  Senate  wing. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Am  I  correct  in  un¬ 
derstanding  that  the  new  subway  which 
has  been  constructed,  and  which  has 
generally  been  regarded  as  the  means  of 
conveyance  from  the  new  Senate  Office 


Building  to  the  Capitol,  has  cost  in 
excess  of  $2  million? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes,  $2,350,000. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  And  now  we  are  con¬ 
fronted  with  the  proposition  that  in 
order  to  finish  it,  we  must  spend  $4 
million  more? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  correct. 
That  is  what  I  am  trying  to  eliminate. 
Something  must  be  done  to  cure  this 
architectural  bungle;  that  is  perfectly 
true. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  do  not  intend  to 
engage  in  general  debate  at  this  point. 
But  before  we  leave  in  the  Record  a 
charge  of  willfulness  on  the  part  of  the 
Architect — a  man  whom  I  hardly  know — - 
or  of  willfully  putting  the  Senate  in  a 
hole  in  connection  with  this  matter,  so 
.  that  we  would  have  to  give  him  more 
money - 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  If  I  said  “willful,”  I 
withdraw  the  word,  I  say  it  was  either 
by  accident  or  by  design. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Does  not  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  know  that  this  situation 
was  brought  about  by  the  Senate  itself, 
in  abandoning  the  original  plans  for  the 
east  wing  of  the  Capitol,  and  in  leaving 
out  of  those  plans  the  garage  feature,  of 
which  the  entrance  at  this  particular 
point  is  a  part?  Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Now  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  is  coming  to  a  very  vital 
point.  I  think  the  Architect  of  the  Capi¬ 
tol,  who  has  large  and  expensive  designs, 
wants  an  underground  garage  construct¬ 
ed;  and  I  think  he  wants  the  terminal 
to  be  built  at  this  point,  and  wants  to 
tear  down  the  existing  Senate  steps  and 
to  reconstruct  the  walls,  as  a  partial  step 
toward  the  construction  of  an  under¬ 
ground  garage.  This  is  one  of  the  things 
about  his  policy  to  which  I  object — 
namely,  that  he  would  commit  us  to  one 
appropriation  which  can  be  justified  only 
if  we  take  a  second  step;  and  then,  if  we 
take  the  second  step,  he  says  we  must 
proceed  to  the  third  step. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  understand  that  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  withdraws  any 
charge  or  implication  of  “willful.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes;  I  do. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Illinois. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Illinois  yield  to 
me? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  am  not  a 
member  of  the  Building  Commission.  I 
am  a  member  of  the  legislative  appro¬ 
priations  subcommittee,  of  which  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Stennis]  was  the  chairman  last  year. 
It  is  my  understanding — I  say  this  in 
answer  to  the  question  asked  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Ohio  of  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois — that  the  old  subway  tunnel,  which 
is  shown  on  the  left  in  the  plan  which 
now  is  displayed  in  the  Chamber,  is  to 
be  used  for  general  utility  purposes  and 
storage  purposes,  and  not  for  a  subway; 
and  I  understand  that  the  new  subway 
has  been  built  as  far  as  it  has  under 
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the  direction  of  the  Commission,  under 
whose  direction  the  new  Senate  office 
building  was  constructed,  and  that  the 
new  subway  was  built  by  using  part  of 
the  funds  which  were  appropriated  for 
construction  of  the  new  Senate  office 
building. 

As  will  be  recalled,  last  slimmer  we  had 
a  long  debate  in  regard  to  extending  the 
east  front  of  the  Capitol.  The  comple¬ 
tion  of  the  subway  was  to  be  a  part  of 
the  work  on  the  east  front  of  the  Capitol, 
together  with  the  proposed  underground 
garage  which  the  Senator  from  Missis¬ 
sippi  has  just  now  described.  When  we 
finally  passed  the  measure,  it  called  for 
the  work  on  the  east  front  of  the  Capitol ; 
and  the  garage  feature  was  given  up, 
and  no  funds  for  it  were  ever  included. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  So  no  funds 
have  been  appropriated  for  completion 
of  the  tunnel  which  we  are  now  asked 
to  complete. 

I  also  understand  that  if  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  and  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  will  turn  to  page  38  of  the  supple¬ 
mental  bill,  they  will  see  a  breakdown  of 
the  $4  million.  I  understand  that  some 
of  that  money — not  a  great  part  of  it — 
is  to  be  used  to  restore  the  steps,  which 
now  are  in  bad  shape.  That  situation 
has  been  discovered,  and  at  some  time  or 
other  it  must  be  corrected. 

So  I  would  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Illinois,  whom  I  know  is  very  sincere  in 
his  efforts  to  reduce  expenditures,  that 
the  east  front  of  the  Capitol  is  being 
constructed  under  the  supervision  of 
the  Commission,  and  the  New  Senate 
Office  Building  was  built  under  the  super¬ 
vision  of  another  Commission.  The  New 
Senate  Office  Building  has  been  com¬ 
pleted,  and  this  part  of  the  tunnel  has 
been  completed. 

The  plans  in  connection  with  the  east 
front  were  changed  at  the  last  moment, 
some  time  last  August;  and  the  garage 
part  was  omitted.  Consequently,  no 
funds  were  appropriated  to  finish  the 
tunnel  or  to  have  it  extended.  That  is 
why  I  voted,  in  the  committee,  for  the 
$4  million  item,  which  includes  $325,000 
for  reconstruction  of  the  Senate  wing 
steps. 

Mi-.  DOUGLAS.  I  understand  that  my 
good  friend,  the  Senator  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  states  that  there  is  no  authori¬ 
zation  for  an  underground  garage. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  is  my  un¬ 
derstanding.  It  was  eliminated  last 
year. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  If  there  is  no  author¬ 
ization  for  an  underground  garage,  then 
there  is  no  moral  obligation  upon  us — 
unless  we  approve  an  item  for  an  under¬ 
ground  garage — to  vote  to  extend  the 
subway,  so  as  to  facilitate  construction 
of  an  underground  garage  in  the  future. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Except  that  we 
now  have  a  tunnel  which  ends  in  a  blank 
wall,  and  all  Senators  who  come  to  the 
Senate  from  the  New  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing  will  have  to  walk  underneath  and 
come  over  to  the  old  tunnel. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  the  point  I 
make — namely,  that — whether  by  acci¬ 
dent  or  by  design— the  architect  has 
confronted  us  with  a  situation  in  which 
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we  face  a  blank  wall,  instead  of  making 
a  connection — which  would  be  very 
easy — with  the  existing  subway,  at  a 
common  terminal.  So  he  has  gotten 
us  into  an  apparently  impossible  posi¬ 
tion. 

I  am  suggesting  that  we  not  vote  for 
this  appropriation  at  this  time,  but  that 
it  be  studied,  and  that  we  let  public 
opinion  play  on  this  situation  for  a  time, 
and  see  whether  we  can  work  out  an  ar¬ 
rangement,  so  that,  instead  of  tearing 
everything  to  pieces,  we  can  join  the 
two  tunnels  at  the  present  terminal,  even 
though  that  would  cause  us  to  walk  50 
extra  steps. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Illinois  yield  for 
an  explanation? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Certainly. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  map  which 
is  displayed  in  the  Chamber  shows  a 
double  line  coming  to  the  “Y.”  As  I 
understand,  the  present  subway  termi¬ 
nal  is  not  large  enough  to  accommodate 
a  turn  around  for  both. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  It  could  be  made 
large  enough.  It  has  been  proposed 
that  we  spend  $4  million  to  extend  this 
one  about  200  feet.  It  is  perfectly  true 
that  probably  more  money  will  be 
needed;  but  I  doubt  seriously  whether 
$4  million  is  needed. 

My  motion  is  to  postpone  this  item, 
and  to  let  it  be  studied,  and  to  let  more 
detailed  recommendations  be  brought 
in. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Delaware.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Delaware.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  has  called  our  at¬ 
tention  to  a  matter  which  I  believe 
should  be  thoroughly  examined  by  the 
Senate  before  it  votes  on  this  item.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  has  said  that  the 
Architect,  either  by  accident  or  by  de¬ 
sign,  has  gotten  us  into  this  position. 
Do  I  correctly  understand  that  the 
Architect-devised  this  plan  without  con¬ 
sulting  the  Building  Commission? 
There  is  a  Building  Commission.  Did 
the  Building  Commission  approve  the 
change;  or  was  the  change  made  with¬ 
out  approval  by  the  Building  Commis¬ 
sion?  That  is  an  important  question 
which  should  be  answered.  The  Senate 
as  well  as  the  Architect  has  some  re¬ 
sponsibility  on  this  fiasco  and  I  want  to 
hear  from  the  Building  Committee. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  not  a  member 
of  the  Commission,  and  I  cannot  speak 
to  that  point. 

Mr.  ALLOTT.  Mr.  President,  I  am  a 
member  of  the  Building  Commission 
and  I  have  been  for  the  last  2  months. 
So  at  least  that  will  spare  me  from  the 
wrath  of  my  friend,  the  Senator  from 
Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  have  no  wrath 
against  anyone. 

Mr.  ALLOTT.  As  I  understand  the 
situation,  it  is  as  the  Senator  from 
Massacusetts  has  said. 

The  part  shown  in  white  on  the  map, 
on  the  farther  side  of  the  street  from 
the  Capitol  steps,  has  been  constructed  or 
substantially  constructed  now  for  sev¬ 
eral  months. 


When  this  matter  came  before  the 
Building  Commission  and  also  before  the 
Appropriations  Committee,  it  was  dis¬ 
cussed  at  great  length. 

There  is  one  situation  which  I  believe 
should  be  brought  out  here:  In  the  com¬ 
mittee  we  had  numerous  photographs  of 
the  area  under  the  east  steps  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  wing.  The  photographs  show — as 
was  observed  by  those  who  examined 
them — that  the  substructure  there  has 
cracked  very  badly,  and  is  in  danger  of 
collapsing. 

That  is  not  true  of  the  steps  on  the 
House  side.  Apparently,  at  some  time 
there  was  a  .subterranean  leakage  of 
pipes  or  sewers,  which,  over  a  period  of 
years,  have  completely  cracked  the 
foundations,  and  before  long  a  recon¬ 
struction  of  that  structure  will  be  neces¬ 
sary. 

When  the  Architect  appeared  before 
the  Appropriations  Committee,  he  stated 
that  the  steps,  in  any  case,  would  have 
to  be  redone.  These  steps  are  marble. 

Page  38  of  the  report  states  that  the 
existing  granite  steps  should  be  replaced 
with  marble  steps.  That  is  an  error 
and  the  words  should  be  reversed.  The 
present  marble  steps  should  be  replaced 
with  granite  steps.  I  think  the  report 
should  be  corrected  to  that  extent. 

I  hold  in  my  hand  some  of  the  numer¬ 
ous  pictures  which  were  given  to  us  by 
the  Architect,  which  show  large  cracks 
in  the  understructure  of  the  steps,  and 
which  will  have  to  be  repaired.  The 
Architect  said  it  would  have  to  be  done 
some  time. 

So  far  as  concerns  what  was  originally 
contemplated  for  the  subway,  I  cannot 
add  anything  to  the  discussion  except  to 
say  it  was  always  my  undersanding  that 
the  present  subway  would  have  to  be 
abandoned  because  of  the  very  high  cost 
of  operating  and  maintaining  the  pres¬ 
ent  cars,  and  that  there  would  be  a 
branch  off  the  Old  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing  which  would  come  into  a  common 
tunnel. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  If  my  friend  from 
Colorado  will  look  at  the  breakdown  of 
the  estimate  of  expenses  as  it  appears 
on  page  1186  of  the  hearings,  he  will 
find  that  the  estimate  for  the  demoli¬ 
tion  and  reconstruction  of  the  Senate 
wing  east  steps  is  $325,000  out  of  a  total 
estimate  of  $4  million.  The  major  cost 
of  the  work  is  for  structural  work ;  gen¬ 
eral  finish  work;  relocation  of  water, 
sewer,  and  steam  lines,  sprinkler  and 
drainage  systems;  mechanical  work,  air- 
conditioning  and  heating;  electrical 
work,  lighting,  power,  trolley  extension, 
signal  system,  and  other  miscellaneous 
work;  architectural  and  engineering 
fees,  administrative,  and  contingencies. 

Mr.  ALLOTT.  May  I  call  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  attention  the  first  item  in  the 
breakdown?  As  I  have  said,  I  cannot 
throw  any  light  on  the  subject.  I  do 
not  know  whether  it  was  originally  in¬ 
tended  that  the  two  tunnels  would  meet 
at  a  juncture  with  the  old  subway,  or 
whether  it  was  intended  to  have  the 
subway  end  under  the  Capitol  steps. 
However,  it  will  be  seen  that  $2*4  mil¬ 
lion  of  the  total  $4  million  is  for  struc¬ 
tural  work,  such  as  sheet  piling,  exca¬ 


vations,  foundations,  concrete  floors, 
walls  and  roof,  which  I  assume  would 
be  necessary  for  the  tunnel  work.  An¬ 
other  item  is  for  underpinning  the  east 
wall  of  the  Senate  wing  of  the  Capitol. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Part  of  it  is  for  the 
extension  of  the  tunnel,  but  part  of  it 
also  is  for  a  very  elaborate  new  termi¬ 
nal.  In  this  connection,  I  think  the 
$2,350,000  to  bring  the  tunnel  to  the 
point  I  indicate  is  quite  high,  but  to 
spend  $4  million  to  bring  it  another  200 
feet  is,  I  think,  excessive. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  no  desire  to 
continue  to  hold  the  floor  on  this  mat- 

t/0T 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  am  not  a  member 
of  the  building  commission,  and  never 
have  been,  but  I  wanted  to  inquire  as 
to  whether  or  not  the  projection  to 
which  I  now  point,  from  the  contem¬ 
plated  new  tunnel  to  the  old  tunnel,  is 
part  of  the  plan. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  symbols  indi¬ 
cate  that  we  would  have  to  walk  from 
the  point  I  indicate  to  the  point  where 
I  am  now  pointing. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  am  indicating  the 
terminus  of  the  proposed  “Y”  subway 
construction.  If  this  portion  were  to  be 
used,  Members  would  take  cars  from 
the  point  which  I  now  indicate  and  pro¬ 
ceed  in  this  manner,  and  then  possibly 
walk  from  this  point- — 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  No;  they  would  not 
walk. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  How  would  they  get 
there? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  More  dirt  could  be 
excavated  from  this  point  to  get  a  bend 
in  the  line,  as  is  true  of  the  present  sub¬ 
way,  and  they  could  join. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Of  course,  that 
would  involve  an  engineering  problem. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  not  an  engineer, 
of  course,  but  I  think  it  is  fairly  obvious 
it  could  be  done. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  The  link  is  not  here 
at  the  present  time;  it  is  indicated  on 
the  diagram. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Is  the  link  con¬ 
structed? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  No. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Reference  was 
made  to  the  fact  that  plans  for  the 
garage  were  abandoned.  The  word 
“abandoned”  may  be  technically  cor¬ 
rect,  but  it  is  my  understanding  that 
some  of  the  underpinning  going  into  the 
terminal  will  be  constructed  in  such  a 
manner  that  if  a  garage  is  ever  author¬ 
ized,  it  will  not  be  necessary  to  have  a 
new  excavation,  and  that  the  present 
excavation  can  be  used  if  a  garage  is 
constructed.  As  the  Senator  knows, 
plans  for  the  garage  were  abandoned 
last  summer  in  the  bill. 

Since  I  discussed  the  matter  previously 
with  the  Senator,  I  have  been  informed 
that  the  new  tunnel  was  started  before 
the  Architect  knew  the  garage  was  not 
to  be  built.  Therefore,  the  tunnel  was 
designed  to  save  money,  so  that  it  would 
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not  go  through  the  garage.  Then  it  was 
decided  to  abandon  plans  for  the  garage. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  You  say  the  Archi¬ 
tect  drew  the  plans  and  started  carrying 
out  the  plans  before  he  knew  the  garage 
was  not  to  be  constructed,  and  has  made 
no  change  in  construction  plans,  even 
though  he  has  had  since  last  summer  to 
change  the  plans,  and  has  proceeded  un¬ 
til  he  has  brought  us  up  against  a  blank 
wall.  It  seems  to  me  the  Architect  ought 
to  know  what  the  Senate  has  decided  to 
do,  and  that  he  should  not  live  in  com¬ 
plete  ignorance  of  the  facts  of  life. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  thus  far  the  dis¬ 
cussion  has  been  taken  out  of  my  time, 
but  I  think  at  least  half  the  actual  time 
has  been  taken  by  other  Senators.  I 
wonder  if  the  Senator  from  Arizona  is 
willing  to  have  the  time  taken  up  to  the 
present  time  charged  equally  to  both 
sides.  Then  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

May  I  ask  the  Chair  how  much  time 
remains? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  has  1  minute  re¬ 
maining  to  him. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  a  half 
hour  to  each  side  was  allocated.  Is  that 
correct? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Suppose  we  agree  that 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  may  have  10 
minutes  to  close. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Very  good. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Delaware.  Mr. 
President,  I  notice  that  the  chairman  of 
the  building  committee  is  on  the  floor. 
I  should  like  to  have  an  answer  to  one 
question.  Were  these  plans  changed 
from  the  original  specifications?  If  so, 
were  they  changed  with  or  without  the 
approval  of  the  building  committee? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  also  have  another 
question:  Were  the  plans  changed  when 
the  plans  for  a  garage  were  abandoned, 
or  did  they  continue? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Delaware.  That  is 
correct:  and  whether  or  not  the  Archi¬ 
tect  proceeded  on  his  own  or  whether 
it  was  done  with  the  full  approval  or  in¬ 
structions  of  the  building  committee. 
There  is  a  Senate  building  committee. 
I  think  we  have  a  right  to  know  the  an¬ 
swer  to  that  question.  I  wonder  if  the 
chairman  would  furnish  us  with  that 
information.  Who  is  responsible? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Please  do  not  invite 
the  building  committee  to  bail  out  the 
Architect. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Delaware.  I  am 
not  excusing  anyone;  but  we  have  a 
committee  of  the  Senate  which  was  in 
charge  of  the  building.  As  members  of 
that  committee,  they  cannot  shirk  their 
responsibility.  A  serious  question  has 
been  raised.  Perhaps  the  Architect  ex¬ 
ceeded  his  authority.  If  so,  we  should 
know  it.  I  think  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  have  a  right  to  know  whether 
this  was  done  over  the  objection  of  or 
with  the  approval  of  the  committee. 

Certainly  someone  can  answer  this 
question. 

I  am  in  favor  of  holding  up  these  ap¬ 
propriations  until  full  responsibility  has 
been  established. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  should  like  to  point 
out  that  the  authorization  for  the  “Ex¬ 


tension  of  the  Capitol  Project”  is  carried 
in  the  Legislative  Appropriation  Act, 
1956,  Public  Law  242,  August  5,  1955, 
84th  Congress,  as  amended  by  Public 
Law  406,  84th  Congress.  Public  Law  242 
provides  for  the  extension,  reconstruc¬ 
tion,  and  replacement  of  the  central 
portion  of  the  Capitol  in  substantial  ac¬ 
cordance  with  an  approved  architec¬ 
tural  plan,  but  “with  such  modifications 
and  additions,  including  provisions  for 
restaurant  facilities,  and  such  other  fa¬ 
cilities  in  the  Capitol  Grounds,  together 
with  utilities,  equipment,  approaches 
and  other  appurtenant  or  necessary 
items,  as  may  be  approved  by  said  Com¬ 
mission. 

That  is  the  authority. 

On  March  25,  1959,  the  Commission 
addressed  a  letter  to  Mr.  Stewart,  the 
Architect  of  the  Capitol,  as  follows : 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Public  Law 
242,  84th  Congress,  as  amended  by  Public 
Law  406,  84th  Congress — 

You  are  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to 
submit  to  the  Senate  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations,  for  consideration  for  inclusion  in 
the  Second  Supplemental  Appropriation 
Bill,  1959,  an  estimate  of  appropriation  in 
the  amount  of  $4  million,  for  the  extension 
of  the  Capitol  project,  to  provide  for  the 
design  and  construction  of  a  subway  ter¬ 
minal  for  the  new  Senate  subway  system,  to 
be  located  under  the  steps  of  the  Senate  wing 
of  the  U.S.  Capitol,  and  extension  of  the 
new  Senate  subway  into  the  Capitol  Build¬ 
ing,  to  be  designed  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
permit  of  the  future  construction  of  a  ga¬ 
rage  beneath  the  Capitol  Plaza,  if  hereafter 
approved;  also,  the  reconstruction  of  the 
steps  of  the  Senate  wing  of  the  Capitol  and 
their  substructure,  which  are  presently  in  a 
deteriorated  condition,  replacing  the  present 
marble  steps  with  granite  steps. 

Upon  availability  of  the  appropriation 
herein  requested,  you  are  authorized  to  pro¬ 
ceed  with  the  design  and  construction  work, 
herein  approved,  at  a  cost,  including  archi¬ 
tectural  and  engineering  fees,  not  to  exceed 
$4  million. 

The  letter  is  signed  by  Sam  Rayburn, 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives;  Richard  Nixon,  the  President  of 
the  Senate;  Everett  Dirksen,  the  minor¬ 
ity  leader  of  the  Senate;  Charles  Hal- 
leck,  the  minority  leader  of  the  House; 
and  by  the  Architect.  That  is  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  the  Extension  of  the  Capitol. 

In  other  words,  we  proceeded  under 
the  direction  of  the  New  Senate  Office 
Building  Commission  to  construct  the 
tunnel  up  to  this  point,  which  we  have 
done.  The  remainder  of  the  work 
comes  under  another  authority  of  law, 
directed  from  another  authority  entirely. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect.  The  Senate  Office  Building  Com¬ 
mission  only  had  authority  to  go  as  far 
as  it  went.  That  is  now  finished.  The 
additional  tunnel  which  is  now  desired  is 
under  the  authority  outlined  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arizona,  which  is  the  result 
of  the  extension  of  the  Capitol  of  the 
United  States,  which  came  under  a  dif¬ 
ferent  commission  headed  by  the  Speak¬ 
er  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  Senator  is  cor- 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Will  the  Sena¬ 
tor  yield  for  an  observation? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  It  is  my  un¬ 
derstanding,  after  talking  with  the  Of- 
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flee  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  that 
there  is  one  contract  for  all  excavation 
work.  The  excavation  was  started  at 
both  ends  of  the  tunnel  at  the  same 
time. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  should  like  to  point 
out  where  we  are  now.  Senators  who 
have  offices  in  the  New  Senate  Office 
Building  will  have  the  cars  in  operation 
to  this  point.  Those  can  be  put  in  use. 
We  have  to  stop  right  here  to  allow 
space  for  people  to  get  on  and  off.  That 
would  mean  one  could  not  take  advan¬ 
tage  of  the  track  going  through  here. 
There  would  be  no  advantage  to  that. 
Anyone  having  offices  in  the  Old  Senate 
Office  Building  would  continue  to  use 
the  old  cai’s. 

We  will  have  an  investment  in  a  wider 
tunnel  and  in  the  cars  and  the  tracks 
of  the  tunnel  which  will  be  absolutely 
useless  until  the  work  is  done.  If  we  go 
in  here,  we  construct  it  with  the  idea 
in  mind  that  ultimately  a  garage  could 
be  built  in  the  front.  That  will  fit  right 
in. 

There  is  one  other  item  of  impor¬ 
tance,  and  that  is  the  removal  of  the 
steps,  for  which  there  is  provided  $325,- 
000.  We  could  possibly  go  under  the 
steps  without  moving  them,  but  it  would 
be  a  very  expensive  operation,  because 
there  would  have  to  be  some  way  of 
bearing  up  all  the  weight.  I  think  we 
would  save  money,  if  we  are  going  to 
come  in  that  way,  to  take  the  steps  out, 
and,  when  the  work  is  finished,  put  in 
the  new  steps. 

Mr.  McNAMARA.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Yes. 

Mr.  McNAMARA.  As  I  understand 
the  matter,  from  reading  the  request  to 
the  Appropriations  Committee,  this  is  a 
bipartisan  Commission? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Yes. 

Mr.  McNAMARA.  It  is  set  up  to  deal 
primarily  with  the  extension  of  the  east 
front  of  the  Capitol? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  is  correct.  This 
is  a  part  of  the  extension  of  the  east 
front. 

Mr.  McNAMARA.  This  bipartisan 
Commission  has  one  Democrat  and  four 
Republicans?  Am  I  correct  in  that,  as 
I  heard  the  Senator  read  the  names? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  did  not  inquire  about 
politics. 

Mr.  McNAMARA.  I  am  inquiring 
about  politics,  because  I  assumed  it  was 
a  bipartisan  Commission. 

Should  this  not  be  charged  as  a  part 
of  the  cost  of  the  east  front  extension? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  It  will  be. 

Mr.  McNAMARA.  It  is  not  the  build¬ 
ing  or  the  tunnel,  but  it  is  just  a  part  of 
the  extension  of  the  east  front  of  the 
Capitol? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  This  is  a  charge 
against  it. 

Mr.  McNAMARA.  As  one  who  has  al¬ 
ways  opposed  the  extension  of  the  east 
front  of  the  Capitol,  I  think  this  $4  mil¬ 
lion  is  being  unwisely  spent.  I  thought 
the  original  sum  was  unwisely  spent. 
Now  the  figure  has  gone  up  from  $10Y2 
million  to  $17  million,  and  does  not  in¬ 
clude  the  furniture  and  refurbishing  and 
carpets.  Before,  when  the  cost  was 
$10J/2  million,  we  thought  it  was  the  most 
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expensive  building  in  the  history  of  man 
so  far  as  usable  space  is  concerned.  It 
is  certainly  exceeding  that. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Congress  has  author¬ 
ized  it,  and  this  is  a  part  of  the  work. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  from 
Delaware  asked  a  question,  and  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  read  the 
answer  so  far  as  the  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing  Commission  is  concerned.  I  should 
like  to  read  a  portion  of  the  testimony  of 
the  Architect  before  the  committee,  in 
which  he  referred  to  the  action  of  the 
Commission  on  the  extension  of  the  east 
front  of  the  Capitol. 

The  chairman  of  that  Commission  is 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives.  The  second  member  is  the  Vice 
President  of  the  United  States.  The 
third  member  is  the  minority  leader  of 
the  Senate.  The  fourth  member  is  the 
minority  leader  of  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives.  The  fifth  is  the  Architect. 

Mr.  Stewart  said : 

The  Commission  on  the  Extension  of  the 
Capitol  *  *  *  felt  that  since  we  are  not  go¬ 
ing  to  proceed  at  this  time  with  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  proposed  underground 
garage  beneath  the  Capitol  Plaza,  they 
wanted  to  go  on  record  that  they  concurred 
in  the  Senate’s  desire  to  complete  their  ter¬ 
minal  so  they  could  have  the  use  of  it  soon, 
perhaps  years  in  advance  of  the  actual  con¬ 
struction  of  the  underground  garage. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  submit  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  that  is  the  gist  of  the  situation  now. 

Both  commissions  knew  all  about  this 
at  the  time  and,  in  effect,  ordered  that 
the  work  be  done,  subject,  of  course,  to 
the  appropriations  being  provided. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  When  did  the  Senate 
ever  agree  to  carry  through  on  an  un¬ 
derground  garage?  When  did  the  Sen¬ 
ate  ever  agree  to  appropriate  money  for 
a  terminal  of  this  type? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  We  are  agreeing  to  it 
right  now. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  see — but  not  until 
now? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Not  until  now. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  If  we  decide  we  do 
not  want  to  agree  to  it,  that  is  per¬ 
fectly  proper? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  is  an  “if”  ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  In  other  words,  we 
are  not  bound  by  anything  which  has 
gone  before? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  We  are  taking  a  new 
and  perfectly  voluntary  action  here  to¬ 
day. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  glad  the  Sena¬ 
tor  said  that. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  It  is  a  very  solemn 
decision. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  If  we  do  not  do  it, 
what  will  be  have?  We  will  have  an  in¬ 
vestment  in  the  cars  and  tracks  and  the 
tunnel  for  which  we  will  have  no  use. 
Everyone  in  the  New  Senate  Office 


Building  will  have  to  walk  350  feet 
down  and  up  through  a  little  “rathole.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  No.  That  could  ul¬ 
timately  be  connected  with  the  present 
tunnel. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  make  a  suggestion.  If 
there  are  any  more  tunnels  to  be  dug,  I 
suggest  that  we  get  some  hard  rock 
miners  from  Butte,  Bisbee,  and  the 
Coeur  d’Alene. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  if  this 
job  were  left  to  the  miners  of  Montana, 
the  connecttions  would  have  been  made 
without  any  difficulty  whatsoever.  The 
next  time  there  is  a  program  of  this  kind 
the  junior  Senator  from  Montana  should 
be  put  on  the  committee.  Then  no  mis¬ 
take  will  be  made. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Whether  the  Sen¬ 
ate  gets  the  money  for  the  tunnel  or 
not,  the  steps  will  have  to  be  propped  up. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  There  is  no  question 
in  my  mind  about  that. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  After  seeing  the  lack 
of  accuracy  on  the  part  of  the  Capitol 
Architect  in  the  building  of  the  tunnels, 
I  should  like  to  sprinkle  a  little  salt  on 
the  idea  of  the  Senate  steps  falling 
down.  Eventually,  perhaps,  in  500  years, 
they  may  fall  down. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  They  are  falling  down 
right  now. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  we  have  destroyed  the  traditional 
charm  of  the  front  of  the  Capitol,  and 
have  gotten  into  a  mess  over  the  tunnel, 
and  in  every  step  of  the  planning  for 
the  so-called  improvements,  might  we 
not  consider  using  the  large  auditorium 
in  the  New  Senate  Office  Building  for 
a  Senate  Chamber?  Then  it  would  not 
be  necessary  to  use  the  Capitol  at  all. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  cannot  answer  “iffy” 
questions. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Authorization  for  the 
extension  of  the  Capitol  project  is  car¬ 
ried  in  the  Legislative  Appropriation 
Act,  1956,  Public  Law  242,  84th  Congress, 
as  amended  by  Public  Law  406,  84th 
Congress.  Public  Law  482  provides  for 
the  extension,  reconstruction,  and  re¬ 
placement  of  the  central  portion  of  the 
Capitol  in  substantial  accordance  with 
an  appropriated  architectural  plan,  but 
“with  such  modifications  and  additions, 
including  provisions  for  restaurant 
facilities,  and  such  other  facilities  in 
the  Capitol  Grounds,  together  with  the 
utilities,  equipment,  approaches,  and 
other  appurtenant  or  necessary  items,  as 
may  be  approved  by  said  commission.” 

So  the  recommendations  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  are  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  that  law. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  think  it  is  very 
important  for  us  to  understand,  in  the 
light  of  this  discussion,  whether  or  not  a 
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tunnel,  as  indicated,  between  the  new 
project  and  the  present  passageway,  can 
be  constructed,  and  if  so,  under  what  cir¬ 
cumstances,  and  what  would  be  the  cost. 
The  exhibits  which  I  have,  examined 
seem  persuasive.  I  am  not  a  member 
of  either  the  Commission  or  the  com¬ 
mittee.  The  photographs  show  large 
gaping  cracks  and  very  serious  deteriora¬ 
tion  in  the  building.  I  am  not  a  con¬ 
struction  engineer  or  an  architect  or 
technically  qualified.  The  assistant 
minority  leader  [Mr.  Kuchel]  and  I 
were  looking  at  these  pictures  together. 
It  seems  evident  that  great  deterioration 
is  taking  place  underneath  the  Capitol 
structure. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  If  we  stop  at  the  point 
indicated  on  the  chart,  we  can  use  only 
the  tracks  which  go  to  the  new  building, 
because  we  must  leave  space  to  get  on 
and  off  the  cars.  It  will  be  observed  that 
the  proposed  tunnel  spreads  out  at  a 
certain  point.  Why?  To  allow  space 
for  passengers  to  get  on  and  off  the  cars. 

If  the  narrow  tunnel  were  carried  all 
the  way  through,  we  would  be  likely  to 
kill  someone  as  the  cars  come  and  go. 
But  if  the  tunnel  is  spread  out  at  the 
point  indicated,  passengers  can  get  in 
and  out.  That  is  why  we  have  allowed  a 
larger  space.  From  the  larger  space, 
passengers  can  have  access  to  the 
elevators 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  have  listened  to  the 
evidence  in  this  case.  I  have  listened  to 
plans,  and  I  have  listened  to  all  the 
problems.  While  I  realize  that  a  few 
mistakes  have  been  made  in  the  new 
Senate  Office  Building,  they  were  in¬ 
evitable  in  an  undertaking  of  that  mag¬ 
nitude.  There  have  been  problems 
which  we  did  not  anticipate,  but  we  are 
in  the  midst  of  the  program,  and  we 
might  as  well  meet  the  situation.  The 
work  on  the  east  front  of  the  Capitol  is 
such  as  to  have  an  effect  upon  the  Sen¬ 
ate  steps.  I  think  we  might  as  well  do 
the  complete  job,  and  do  it  right. 

A  few  years  ago  I  stood  up  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  said  something  to  the  effect  that 
in  generations  to  come  the  Capitol 
should  become  a  great  historical  mu¬ 
seum  for  the  people  of  the  United  States 
and  of  the  free  world,  and  that  we 
should  build  a  modern  Capitol. 

Many  of  the  newspapers  ridiculed  the 
idea  at  the  time.  They  preferred  to  go 
ahead  with  maintenance  and  repair  of 
the  old  structure.  That  is  what  we  are 
up  against  today.  We  might  as  well  face 
the  problem.  If  we  had  proceeded  in 
the  direction  I  suggested,  at  a  time  when 
we  were  spending  $65  million  or  $70  mil¬ 
lion  for  a  United  Nations  Building  in 
New  York,  we  could  have  built  a  modern 
Capitol  which  could  have  been  economi¬ 
cally  operated,  and  all  activities  could  be 
under  one  roof.  Then  the  present  Capi¬ 
tol  could  have  become  one  of  the  great 
historic  spots  of  our  Nation. 

But  the  decision  was  in  the  other  di¬ 
rection.  Now  we  are  faced  with  a  defi¬ 
nite  problem.  We  might  as  well  meet 
our  responsibilities  and  go  ahead, 
whether  or  not,  as  individuals,  we  like 
the  idea  of  the  tunnel. 
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Mr.  S TENNIS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  should  like  to  say 
a  word  in  response  to  the  “50-step” 
argument  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 
It  is  not  a  matter  of  space.  It  is  a 
matter  of  time. 

A  Senator  handed  me  his  schedule  for 
today.  At  10  o’clock  there  was  a  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  Armed  services  Subcommittee 
in  the  old  building.  At  10  o’clock  this 
morning  there  was  a  meeting  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  Agriculture  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  in  the 
new  building.  At  10:30  he  had  another 
meeting  of  a  subcommittee  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations,  namely,  the 
subcommittee  dealing  with  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor,  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  and 
related  agencies.  That  meeting  was  in 
the  Capitol. 

At  10:30  there  was  a  meeting  of  an 
appropriations  subcommittee  in  the  new 
building.  At  11  a.m.  the  Senate  met. 
At  2  p.m.  there  was  another  meeting  of 
an  appropriations  subcommittee  in  the 
new  building. 

There  have  been  some  votes  this  after¬ 
noon,  and  there  were  some  yesterday 
afternoon.  The  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Russell],  who  was  holding  hear¬ 
ings  in  the  Old  Senate  Office  Building, 
said  that  he  was  interrupted  five  times 
to  come  to  the  Senate  Chamber,  four 
times  to  vote,  and  once  on  another 
mission. 

So  it  is  a  question  of  time.  It  is  time 
to  stand  up  and  tell  the  American  peo¬ 
ple  that  these  improvements  are  not  for 
our  convenience  or  comfort.  Personally, 
I  never  would  use  the  tunnel,  unless  it 
were  raining,  if  I  had  time  to  walk  back 
and  forth.  This  issue  involves  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  meeting  obligations  in  connection 
with  senatorial  work,  not  play. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  have  just  taken  50 
steps  in  an  anteroom,  and  it  required 
only  25  seconds  of  time.  In  the  old  days 
I  could  step  off  at  the  rate  of  130  steps  to 
the  minute.  At  present,  the  best  I  can 
do  is  approximately  120.  I  do  not  believe 
that  25  seconds  is  very  important.  Also 
I  do  not  think  it  is  important  to  try  to 
hide  from  our  constituents.  I  am  per¬ 
fectly  ready  to  meet  them  in  the  subway. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Douglas],  striking  out  lines  2  to  9 
inclusive,  on  page  31. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
back  the  remainder  of  my  time,  if  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  will  do  likewise. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
back  the  remainder  of  my  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Have  the 
yeas  and  nays  been  ordered? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  And  all  the 
time  has  been  yielded  back? 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  All  time 
has  been  yielded  back. 

The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  do  not  the 
dilatory  tactics  now  being  used  demon¬ 
strate  the  need  for  a  new  subway? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  make  a  point  of 
order  or.  the  Senator’s  inquiry.  I  ask  for 
the  regular  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
point  of  order  is  sustained.  Debate  dur¬ 
ing  a  yea  and  nay  vote  is  not  in  order. 

The  rollcall  was  resumed  and  con¬ 
cluded. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd], 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellen- 
der],  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
O’Mahoney],  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Russell],  and  the  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Yarborough],  are  absent  on 
official  business. 

I  also  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  Bible]  is  absent  because 
of  a  death  in  his  family.  I  further  an¬ 
nounce  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [  Mr. 
Frear]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Hartke],  and  the  Senator  from  Okla¬ 
homa  [Mr.  Monroney]  are  necessarily 
absent. 

On  this  vote,  the  Senator  from  Loui¬ 
siana  [Mr.  Ellender]  is  paired  with  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Capehart]. 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  would  vote  “yea”  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Indiana  would  vote  “nay.” 

I  further  announce  that,  if  present 
and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Byrd]  would  vote  “yea.” 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Mundt]  is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  But¬ 
ler],  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Capehart],  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Morton],  the  Senator  from  Kansas 
[Mr.  Schoeppel],  the  Senator  from  Wis¬ 
consin  [Mr.  Wiley],  and  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Young]  are 
detained  on  official  business. 

On  this  vote,  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Capehart]  is  paired  with  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellender].  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  would  vote  “nay”  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Louisiana  would  vote  “yea.” 

On  this  vote,  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Morton]  is  paired  with  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Mundt].  If  present  and  voting,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Kentucky  would  vote  “nay” 
and  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
would  vote  “yea.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  39, 
nays  43,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 39 


Aiken 

Bartlett 

Bush 

Cannon 

Case,  N.J. 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Church 

Clark 

Cooper 


Cotton 

Curtis 

Douglas 

Dworshak 

Goldwater 

Gruening 

Hart 

Humphrey 

Javits 


Keating 

Kennedy 

Langer 

Lausche 

McCarthy 

McNamara 

Magnuson 

Morse 

Moss 


Muskie 

Robertson 

Thurmond 

Prouty 

Scott 

Williams,  N.J. 

Proxmire 

Smathers 

Williams,  Del. 

Randolph 

Talmadge 

NAYS — 43 

Young,  Ohio 

Allott 

Gore 

Long 

Anderson 

Green 

McClellan 

Beall 

Hayden 

McGee 

Bennett 

Hennings 

Mansfield 

Bridges 

Hlckenlooper 

Martin 

Byrd,  W.  Va. 

Hill 

Murray 

Carlson 

Holland 

Neuberger 

Carroll 

Hruska 

Pastore 

Chavez 

Jackson 

Saltonstall 

Dirksen 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Smith 

Dodd 

Johnston,  S.C. 

Sparkman 

Eastland 

Jordan 

Stennls 

Engle 

Kefauver 

Symington 

Ervin 

Kerr 

Fulbright 

Kuchel 

NOT  VOTING— 
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Bible 

Hartke 

Schoeppel 

Butler 

Monroney 

Wiley 

Byrd,  Va. 

Morton 

Yarborough 

Capehart 

Mundt 

Young,  N.  Dak. 

Ellender 

O’Mahoney 

Frear 

Russell 

So  Mr.  Douglas’  amendment  was 
rejected. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the 
amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  move  to 
lay  that  motion  on  the  table. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  I  call  up 
my  amendment  which  is  at  the  desk  and 
ask  that  it  be  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated  for  the  infor¬ 
mation  of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  9, 
line  24,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the 
period  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  a  colon 
and  the  following: 

Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein 
appropriated  shall  be  used  for  the  purpose 
of  reducing  the  strength  of  the  active  Army 
below  900,000,  nor  be  expended  directly  or 
indirectly  for  the  purpose  of  transporting 
any  person  or  persons  pursuant  to  any  plan 
or  program  for  reducing  the  strength  of  the 
Army  below  900,000. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  amendment  is  to  carry  out 
the  intention  of  Congress  that  the  Army 
shall  be  maintained  at  a  strength  of  900,- 
000.  Last  year,  when  the  Defense  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  for  fiscal  year  1959  was 
considered  by  the  Senate-House  confer¬ 
ence  committee,  the  committee  included 
language  in  its  report  directing  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  to  maintain  Army 
manpower  at  900,000. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  this 
statement  in  the  conference  report  be 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

It  Is  the  belief  of  the  committee  of  con¬ 
ference  that  the  national  defense  requires 
the  maintenance  of  a  Regular  Army  of  not 
less  than  900,000  and  It  Is  the  intent  that  the 
planned  strength  for  fiscal  year  1950  be  main¬ 
tained  at  that  level  in  accordance  with  the 
funds  provided.  (P.  5,  House  Rept.  2503, 
85th  Cong.,  2d  sess.,  dated  Aug.  6,  1958.) 

Mr.  LONG.  I  have  discussed  the 
amendment  with  the  chairman  and 
members  of  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee.  It  is  my  understanding  that  the 
committee  will  accept  the  amendment. 
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Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LONG.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Would  the  Sena¬ 
tor  incorporate  in  his  amendment  a 
stipulation  that  the  Marine  Corps,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  congressional  intent,  shall 
be  maintained  at  200,000  men? 

Mr.  LONG.  I  would  have  no  objec¬ 
tion  to  a  similar  amendment,  but  it 
would  have  to  appear  at  a  different  place 
in  the  bill. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  will  support  such  an 
amendment. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  It  was  the  intention  of 
both  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
and  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
last  year  to  have  the  number  in  the 
Marine  Corps  fixed  at  200,000. 

Mr.  FT  .LENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
urge  Senators  to  vote  for  this  amend¬ 
ment.  It  does  nothing  more  than  to  re¬ 
emphasize  the  intent  of  'the  Congress  as 
expressed  in  the  regular  fiscal  1959  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  appropriation  bill 
which  was  passed  in  the  Senate  last  year. 

Senators  will  recall  that  when  the  bill 
was  considered  by  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations,  it  contained  funds — in¬ 
serted  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
when  the  bill  was  being  debated  there — 
to  maintain  the  Army  at  a  strength  of 
not  less  than  900,000  during  the  current 
fiscal  year. 

The  Committee  on  Appropriations  on 
which  I  serve  endorsed  the  House  posi¬ 
tion.  We  provided  sufficient  amount  for 
“Army  personnel’’  and  “Operation  and 
maintenance”  accounts  to  forestall  pro¬ 
posed  cuts  in  Army  strength  and,  in  ad¬ 
dition,  in  our  report  stated  as  follows: 

The  committee  has  approved  the  action  of 
the  House  in  recommending  an  increase  in 
the  strength  of  the  Regular  Army  from  870,- 
000  to  900,000,  and  has  agreed  to  the  De¬ 
partment’s  request  to  restore  to  a  direct  ap¬ 
propriation,  $100  million,  which  the  House 
had  provided  by  transfer. 

The  Senate  approved  of  our  action 
and  passed  the  bill.  When  the  bill  went 
to  conference  the  Senate’s  position  pre¬ 
vailed. 

However,  the  ink  was  hardly  dry  on 
the  act  before  the  President  served  no¬ 
tice  that  he  would  not  abide  by  the 
wishes  of  Congress.  But,  as  a  result  of 
the  crisis  in  Lebanon,  the  President 
found  it  convenient  to  have  an  army  of 
900,000  men  and  kept  Army  strength  at 
that  level  until  the  crisis  had  subsided. 
He  immediately  began  reducing  the 
strength  of  the  Army  to  870,000  in  direct 
violation  of  the  wishes  of  the  Congress, 
and  the  announced  intent  of  the  over¬ 
budget  increase  provided  in  the  regular' 
Department  of  Defense  appropriation 
bill. 

The  amendment  which  my  colleague 
and  I  have  offered  is,  to  be  perfectly 
frank,  in  the  nature  of  a  stopgap.  It 
■would,  in  effect,  state  that  the  Congress, 
when  acting  on  the  regular  fiscal  1959 
defense  appropriation  measure  meant 
what  it  said  in  funding  and  requiring  an 
army  of  not  less  than  900,000. 

I  remind  Senators  that  while  the 
President,  under  the  Constitution,  is 
Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  and 
Navy,  it  is  the  Congress  which  is 


charged,  under  that  same  Constitution, 
with  raising  and  supporting  armies. 

It  is  my  frank  intention  to  raise  this 
issue  again  when  the  Defense  Subcom¬ 
mittee  begin  consideration  of  the  fiscal 
1960  budget,  and  I  am  hopeful  that, 
again,  congressional  action  directed  to¬ 
ward  eliminating  proposed  cuts  in  Army 
strength  will  prevail.  In  any  event,  I 
believe  it  is  time  that  the  legislative 
branch,  particularly  the  Senaite,  put  its 
foot  down  and  serve  notice  on  the  exec¬ 
utive  branch  that  we  have  in  the  past, 
and  will  in  the  future,  exercise  our  re¬ 
sponsibilities  in  this  area  of  national  de¬ 
fense. 

I  remind  the  Senate  that  the  May  27 
deadline  set  by  Mr.  Khrushchev  for  turn¬ 
ing  over  control  of  our  access  routes  to 
Berlin  is  drawing  close.  There  are 
ominous  rumblings  in  other  parts  of  the 
world.  I  do  not  believe  it  would  be 
either  prudent  or,  for  that  matter,  eco¬ 
nomical  for  us  to  at  this  time  permit 
further  reductions  in  the  strength  of  our 
Armed  Forces. 

I  cannot  help  believing  that  when 
viewed  in  this  manner  the  Senate  will 
join  me  and  my  junior  colleague  in  as¬ 
sisting  to  maintain  our  present  defense 
posture,  particularly  insofar  as  the  Army 
is  concerned,  until  such  time  as  we  have 
had  an  opportunity  to  thoroughly  re¬ 
view  the  issue  of  Army  strength  and 
balance  of  military  forces  during  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  regular  fiscal  1960  ap¬ 
propriation  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  vote  by 
which  the  amendment  was  agreed  to  be 
reconsidered. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
to  lay  the  motion  to  reconsider  on  the 
table. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  some  Senators  desire  to  address  the 
Senate  later  this  evening.  It  is  not  ex¬ 
pected,  anticipated,  or  planned  to  have 
any  more  yea-and-nay  votes  this  eve¬ 
ning.  The  Senate  will  convene  at  10:30 
tomorrow  morning.  There  will  be  a 
morning  hour. 

An  amendment  will  be  offered  to  re¬ 
duce  the  amount  of  the  developmental 
loan  fund  from  $200  million  to  $100  mil¬ 
lion.  It  is  expected  that  there  will  be  a 
yea-and-nay  vote  on  that  amendment. 

Some  other  amendments  may  be  of¬ 
fered  tomorrow.  It  may  be  possible  to 
complete  action  on  the  supplemental  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  tomorrow  and  then  take 
up  several  relatively  noncontroversial 
general  bills  on  the  calendar,  bills  which 
I  have  previously  announced,  and  which 
will  be  listed  in  the  Record  tomorrow 
morning. 

If  it  is  possible  to  have  the  Senate 
conclude  action  on  those  bills  tomorrow, 
it  is  planned  to  have  the  Senate  go  over 
until  Monday,  so  that  we  may  have  a 
long  weekend,  because  we  have  had  a 
rather  productive  2  weeks.  We  are  wait¬ 
ing  now  for  bills  to  be  reported  by  the 
committees. 
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district  court, 
le  case  is 
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:  House  is- 
lt,  which  in- 
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to  provide  “an 
l”  with  respect 
ider  the  Trad- 


JSPOSITION  OF  ASSETS  OF  THIjt 
tENERAL  ANILINE  AND  FILM  COM¬ 
PANY 

r.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
MrAPresident,  for  the  past  few  months 
there  has  been  a  great  deal  of  specula¬ 
tion  \in  the  newspapers  concerning  i  the 
disposition  of  General  Aniline  &  pilm 
Co.,  tne  stock  of  which  was  seized  at  the 
beginning  of  World  War  II,  on  the;  basis 
that  4uch  stock  was  the  property  of 
enemy  \nationals. 

At  the  present  time,  and  for  some 
years  pkst,  the  question  of  the /owner¬ 
ship  of  this  stock  has  been  the/ subject 
of  litigation.  There  is  no  doubt  that  this 
litigation\will  continue  for  year's  unless 
some  amicable  settlement  is  reached  be¬ 
tween  theuJnited  States  and /the  Swiss 
claimant,  Interhandel.  At  tpe  present 
time  this  cfl^e  is  in  the  U.S.  < 
to  be  tried \on  its  merits, 
also  pendink  before  the 
Court  of  Justice  at  The  Ha^ 

On  July  3l\  1957,  the  W1 
sued  the  following  statemcj 
dicated  that  \the  admir 
planning  pron\pt  action 
equitable  monetary  returj 
to  all  propertied  seized 
ing  With  the  Endpiy  Act-/ 

Ti/e  White  House. 

For  some  time  tbfe  administration  has  been 
deeply  concerned  dyer  tlje  unresolved  prob¬ 
lems  relating  to  th&  vesting,  the  liquidation 
and  the  disposition  of  enemy  assets  seized  as 
a  result  of  World  Wat 

The  problem  of  Getqfian  vested  assets  and 
the  claims  of  American  nationals  against 
Germany  arising  out  Jot  World  War  II  has 
been  a  long  standing/  ^ource  of  controversy. 
An  increase  since  Jui/e  bf  1955  in  the  amount 
of  funds  available  and, Which  it  is  expected 
will  be  realized  from/the\liquidation  of  vested 
assets,  should  facilitate  an  equitable  and 
final  solution  of  thfese  problems. 

Consequently,  iat  order!  to  reflect  the  his¬ 
toric  American  policy  oA  maintaining  the 
sanctity  of  private  property  even  .in  war¬ 
time,  the  administration  intends  as  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  priority  to  submit  Vto  the  Congress, 
early  in  the  co/ning  sessio^t,  a  supplemen¬ 
tary  plan. 

It  is  conte n/plated  that  this  plan  would 
provide  for  the  payment  in  fall  of  all  legiti¬ 
mate  war  claims  of  Americans  against  Ger¬ 
many  and  would  permit,  as  an.  act  of  grace, 
an  equitable  monetary  return  to  former 
owners  of  vested  assets.  Subject  to  the 
applicable  provisions  of  law,  \the  present 
program  of /liquidating  vested  assets  will  be 
completed  /at  the  earliest  possible  time. 

It  is  hoped  that  it  will  also  'be  possible 
to  work  c/ut  a  final  solution  of  the  Japan¬ 
ese  vested  assets  problem  for  presentation  to 
the  next/  session  of  Congress. 

I  shatild  like  to  point  out  that  almost 
I  2  years  have  passed  since  the  issuance 
of  thax  statement.  To  date,  the  admin  - 
|  istration  has  not  submitted  anv  plan 
‘to  reflect  the  historic  Americampolicy 
[of  maintaining  the  sanctity  of  private 
[property,”  as  promised  by  the  white 
House.  Why  this  issue  has  \been 
|  avoided,  I  do  not  know. 

should  like  to  make  another  pdint: 
ph  February  17,  1959,  my  distinguished 
(colleague,  the  Senator  from  New  York 
Ir.  Keating]  introduced  a  bill,  S.  11113, 
Jo  provide  for  the  sale  of  properties 
row  held  by  the  Attorney  General,  eve 
though  they  are  now  the  subject  of  litA 
gation  to  determine  whether  or  not  thei 
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were  or  were  not  in  fact  the  properties 
of  enemy  Nationals.  At  the  present  time 
these  properties  cannot  be  sold.  They 
must  be  helcNpending  the  outcome  in 
court.  If  the  claimant  prevails,  he  will 
get  his  property\back.  If  the  claimant 
fails  to  prove  his  base,  then  under  exist¬ 
ing  law,  the  United  States  will  be  the 
owner  and  may  dispose  of  the  property 
as  it  will. 


The  Department 
cently  submitted  a 
committee  on  the 


of  Vustice  has  re- 
report  yto  my  Sub- 
TradiW^'With  the 


was  a  constitutional  question  about  the 
passage  of  such  legislation,  and  that  he 
had  been  told,  also,  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice  was  inclined  to  agree 
that  such  legislation  was  questionable, 
at  least  so  far  as  its  constitutionality  was 
concerned.^,. 

If  this  be  so,  .why,  again,  does  that 
Department  now  recommend  the  legis¬ 
lation?  If  such  legislation  was  ques¬ 
tionable  then,  it  should  be  so  now. 


I  am  of  the  firm  opinion  that  every  prosy 
pective  bidder  should  have  access  to  all  me 
pertinent  facts  concerning  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  this  vested  asset,  its  potentialsyand 
its  current  value  at  the  time  of  the  sa 
Please  furnish  me  at  the  appropriate  time 
with  copies  of  all  advertisements,  pjfispectus, 
etc. 

With  kind  regards,  I  remain 
Sincerely  yours, 

OLIN  D.  JqfeNSTON, 

Chairman. 


-\$Jith 

Enemy  Act,  with  recommendations  that 
the  Congress  enact  Senate  ^  bill  1103. 
This  would  permit  the  sale  of-.tGeneral 
Aniline  and  Film  Co.,  even  thoitgh  "title 
to  the  stock  is  in  issue  before  the  spurts. 

A  number  of  questions  are  involved 
in  this  contemplated  action.  One\of 
these  involves  the  good  faith  of  the  US 
Government;  another  involves  the  con¬ 
stitutionality  of  such  legislation. 

With  respect  to  the  question  of  good 
faith,  I  should  like  to  point  out  to  the 
Congress  that  on  November  5,  1958,  Mr. 
Loftus  Becker,  legal  advisor  to  the  De¬ 
partment  of  State,  as  the  representative 
of  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
and  as  co-agent  with  Mr.  Dallas  Town¬ 
send,  Alien  Property  Director,  stated  to 
the  International  Court  as  follows: 

Under  section  9(a)  of  the  Trading  With 
The  Enemy  Act,  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  is  forbidden  to  sell  vested 
property  as  long  as  a  suit  for  its  return  is 
pending.  Interhandel  having  been  rein¬ 
stated  as  a  plaintiff/  there  cannot,  and 
will  not,  now,  be  a  sale  of  the  vested  stock 
by  the  U.S.  Government  unless  and  until 
a  final  determination  in  that  suit,  that  suit 
in  the  United  States,  is  made  in  favor  of  my 
Government. 

Again,  on  November  6,  1958,  Mr. 
Becker,  as  the  representative  of  the 
United  States,  continued  his  argument 
to  the  Court,  and  reiterated: 

Accordingly,  the  stock  here  in  issue  can¬ 
not  now,  and  will  not  be  sold  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  but  is  being  retained  to  await  the 
outcome  of  Interhandel’s  suit  on  the  merits 
of  the  litigation  in  the  United  States. 

And  again: 

Clearly,  now,  upon  the  readmission  of  In¬ 
terhandel  into  the  U.S.  litigation,  the  stock — 
to  use  the  language  of.dhe  Supreme  Court — 
will  be  “retained  by  tfie  Custodian  to  abide 
the  result,  and,  if  Interhandel  prevails,  *  *  * 
returned  to  it”,  after  a  full  hearing  on  its 
claim  “in  a  court  having  power  to  enforce  it  J 
if  found  meritorious.’ 

After  this  argument,  it  was  not  neci 
sary  for  the  International  Court  tp/act 
to  prevent  a  sale  of  the  General  Aniline 
&  Film  Co.  stock.  One  would  assume 
that  the  Court  would  be  justifledcn  rely¬ 
ing  upon  the  statements  of  on/ Govern¬ 
ment’s  agents  who  appeared'  before  it. 
I  do  not  see  now  how  the  administration 
can,  with  propriety  and  honor,  recom¬ 
mend  to  the  Congress  th<ypassage  of  leg¬ 
islation  which  would  make  meaningless 
the  solemn  representations  made  to  the 
International  Court. 

On  the  same  subject,  on  April  22,  1952, 
at  a  general  stockholders  meeting  of  the 
General  Aniline  &  Film  Co.,  held  in  New 
York,  the  then  chairman,  Mr.  Jack  Frye, 
stated — as  shown  by  the  minutes  of  that 
meeting — that  the  Senate  Judiciary 
Committed  took  the  position  that  there 


The  present  bill,  S.  1103,  is,  in  effect, 
identical  with  Senate  bill  2171,  which 
was  considered  by  the  Senate  Judiciary 
Committee  in  1953.  At  that  time,  after 
full  hearings,  that  bill  failed  to  receive 
committee  approval. 

Upon  the  basis  of  this  background,  it 
would  be  best  for  the  administration  to 
send  to  the  Congress  a  program  which 
can  be  supported  and  which  will  fulfill 
the  promises  of  restitution  of  these 
Syested  properties.  Failing  in  this,  the 
iministration  should  consider  with  the 
Swiss  claimant  a  compromise  solution 
whi«;h  will  Rut  an  end  to  this  long¬ 
standing  controversy.  Such  a  means 
was  suggested  to.  the  alien  property  cus 
todian  ft}  1953  by  the  late  Senator  Mc- 
Carran,  df  Nevada.  Now,  as  then,  an 
plan  of  settlement  should  be  sent  to  Die 
Senate  Comhjittee  on  the  Judiciary/for 
its  approval. 

Mi-.  President’When  the  pendina'litiga- 
tion  over  the  General  Aniline/&  Film 
Corp.  is  concluded^and  when  hr  is  deter¬ 
mined,  if  it  is  so  determined,  that  the 
United  States  has  a  right  t/ sell  the  as¬ 
sets  of  the  company,  I  Resist  that  a  really 
public  sale  of  the  assets)<pe  had. 

I  wish  to  have  inserted  \n  the  Record 
my  communication  ofAlarc\  23,  1959,  to 
the  Attorney  General,  and  nis  reply  to 
me  under  date  of  March  31.  I  trust  that 
these  assurances  Jvill  give  every  ftrospec- 
tive  bidder  who /s  eligible  under  the  law 
an  opportunity  to  bid  freely  for  these 
assets.  Therefore,  Mr.  President,  l\sk 
unanimous  ^consent  to  have  printed  Vt 
this  point/in  the  Record  my  letter  of 
March  1959,  to  the  Honorable  Wil-' 
liam  PyRogers,  and  his  reply  to  my  let¬ 
ter,  v/der  date  of  March  31,  1959. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 

7 follows: 

U.S.  Senate, 

Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
Subcommittee  on  Trading 

With  the  Enemy  Act, 

March  23,1959. 

Hon.  William  P.  Rogers, 

The  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States, 
Department  of  Justice,  Washington,  D.C. 

My  Dear  Attorney  General:  The  subcom¬ 
mittee  and  I  have  received  several  inquiries 
in  reference  to  a  sale  of  General  Aniline  & 
Film  Corp.  The  asset  being  the  largest  of 
all  the  vested  properties,  I  urge  that  great 
care  be  taken  in  the  preparation  of  the  pros¬ 
pectus  and  advertisements  for  its  sale.  I 
further  urge  that  this  asset  be  sold  at  public 
auction,  with  provision  for  each  competitive 
bidder  to  increase  his  offer  during  the  auc¬ 
tion  of  this  property.  Such  provision  will 
eliminate  future  complaints  or  criticism  that 
favoritism  existed  or  that  the  asset  was  sold 
for  less  than  its  true  value.  This  view  seems 
to  me  to  be  within  the  letter  and  spirit  of 
section  12  of  the  Trading  With  the  Enemy 
Act,  as  amended.  A  private  or  negotiated  sale 
of  this  asset  should  be  prohibited. 


March  31,  1959. 

Hon.  Olin  D.  Johnston^ 

U.S.  Senate,  Washingtcm,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator:  11ns  will  acknowledge 
your  letter  of  Marph  23  advising  that  you 
have  received  inquiries  with  respect  to  a 
possible  sale  of  General  Aniline  &  Film  Corp. 

As  you  knowyeection  9  of  the  Trading  with 
the  Enemy  Apt  prohibits  the  sale  of  vested 
property  while  a  suit  for  return  is  pending 
and  such  sysuit  is  now  pending  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  Count  for  the  District  of  Columbia  (I. 
G.  Chemie  v.  Rogers).  In  view  of  the 
penden/y  of  this  litigation  there  is  no  pres¬ 
ent  p/ospect  of  a  sale  of  the  vested  shares 
unlMfe  the  Congress  should  enact  into  law 
onsr  of  the  various  pending  bills  which  would 
ainend  section  9  to  permit  the  sale  of  vested 
property  despite  the  pendency  of  the  suit 
^for  return  or  unless  the  litigation  is  dis¬ 
missed  or  settled.  The  Department  of  Jus¬ 
tice  has  supported  bills  to  enable  the  United 
States  to  sell  the  stock  it  now  holds  and  to 
hold  sufficient  proceeds  to  pay  off  any  claims. 

I  have  stated  on  numerous  public  occasions, 
and  I  am  happy  to  repeat  it  again,  this 
property,  when  and  if  sold,  will  be  offered  at 
public  sale  to  the  highest  bidder  after  full 
and  adequate  public  advertisement. 

The  procedure  which  will  be  followed  is 
set  forth  in  section  12  of  the  Trading  with 
the  Enemy  Act  and  by  section  501.25  of  the 
Regulations  of  the  Office  of  Alien  Property 
(8  CFR  501.25) .  Every  prospective  bidder,  of 
course,  would  have  access  to  pertinent  facts 
concerning  the  vested  asset,  business  secrets 
excepted,  and  such-  information  will  be  dis¬ 
closed  in  the  prospectus  and  registration 
statement  which  will  be  issued  prior  to  sale. 
This  procedure  is  the  one  which  has  been 
followed  in  the  cases  of  other  vested  assets 
disposed  of  by  the  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

At  no  time  has  any  consideration  been  giv¬ 
en,  and  none  will  be  given,  to  a  negotiated 
sale  of  the  stock  of  General  Aniline  &  Film 
N^Corp.,  now  owned  by  the  United  States. 
Sincerely, 

William  P.  Rogers, 

Attorney  General. 


5SAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentativesXby  Mr.  Maurer,  one  of  its 
reading  cleras,  announced  that  the  House 
insisted  upomits  amendment  to  the  bill 
(S.  1)  to  amenti  the  Federal  Airport  Act 
in  order  to  extend  the  time  for  making 
grants  under  theVrovisions  of  such  act, 
.and  for  other  purposes,  disagreed  to  by 
the  Senate;  agreed\to  the  conference 
asked  by  the  Senate 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  1 
Mr.  Harris,  Mr.  Williai 
Illinois,  Mr.  Roberts, 

Michigan,  Mr.  Springer,  ariti 
were  appointed  managers  on  ' 
the  House  at  the  conference. 


the  disagreeing 
jerec>i#and  that 
Mr!  Mack  of 
.  Bennett  of 
Mr.  Bush 
le  part  of 


NATURAL  RESOURCES,  THEIR 
TECTION  AND  DEVELOP! 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  tf 
Public  Affairs  Institute,  a  distinguished 


s 


pp.  6422-47 


Senate  conferees  were  appointed. 


2.  WHEAT.  The  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee  reported  wit 
Res.  94,  to  defer  the  proclamation  of  marketing  quotas  and 
for  the  1960  wheat  crop  until  June  1,  1959, (S.  Rept.  236). 
introduced  apid  ordered  reported  by  the  committee  earlier  in 
6404,  •  408 /D 30 2 


ut  amendment  S.  J. 
acreage  allotments 
resolution  was 
day.  pp. 


3,  MILK.  Parsed  as  reported  S.  1289,  to  increase  from  $75  million  to  $80  million 
the  maximum  amount  of  money  which  may  be  used  by  the  Secretary  during\each  of 
the  fiscal  years  1960  and  1961  for  the  special  milk  program,  p.  6481 

assed  without  amendment  S.  753,  to  provide  exemptions  from  the  antitrust 
laris  to  permit  farmer  cooperatives  and  their  marketing  agencies  to  bargain,  in 
froups  for  the  sale  of  milk  and  milk  products,  and  to  permit  purchasers  froto 
such  cooperatives  or  agencies,  at  their  request,  to  bargain  in  groups  with  tl 
for  the  purchase  of  milk  and  milk  products,  pp.  6840-1 


\ 


-  2  - 


4.  XLECTRIFIC/'TI0N-  Sen.  Sc°tt  commended  the  action  of  the  House  in  sustaining  the 
President's  veto  of  S.  144,  to  give  the  REA  Administrator  additional  authority 
over  the  approval  of  loans,  p.  6455 


5. 


COTTON;  GRAINS.  Sen.  Williams,  Del.,  inserted  a  letter  and  exhibits  from  this 
Department  showing  "the  manner  in  which  storage  rates  have  substantially/in¬ 
creased  during  the  past  few  years,"  and  stated  that  "the  major  part  of  /he  in¬ 
creased  costs  and  rates  is  attributable  to  the  shortage  in  available  storage 
space  resulting  from  the  accumulation  of  our  $10  billion  inventory  also  a 
part  of  the  'increas®  can  he  attributed  to  the  policy  of  allowing  5  /years  amorti¬ 
zation  of  newNgrain  warehouse  facilities."  pp.  6448-51 


6.  FARM  PROGRAM.  SeX.  Murray  inserted  a  New  Orleans  Cotton  Exchange  advertisement 
"supporting  a  farrh,  program  based  on  direct  production  payment/."  p.  6420 


7.  RECLAMATION.  Passed  Without  amendment  S.  994,  to  authorize /Interior  to  con¬ 
struct  and  maintain  tn^  Spokane  Valley  reclamation  projac/,  Wash,  and  Idaho, 
p.  6447 


/  ' 


8.  FOREIGN  AID.  Sen.  Symington,  inserted  a  speech  by  Rep^/Bowles,  "New  Directions 
For  Foreign  Economic  Aid."  ^P-  6447-8  / 

Sen.  Langer  inserted  a  newspaper  article  and  hi/  recent  speech  critical  of 
expenditures  for  the  foreign  ard  program,  pp.  6454-5 


9.  PERSONNEL;  EXPENDITURES.  Sen.  Byrd,  inserted  the  report  of  the  Joint  Committee 
on  Reduction  of  Nonessential  Federal^  Expenditures  relating  to  Federal  employment 
and  pay  for  Mar.  1959.  pp.  6404-7 


10.  NOMINATION.  The  Banking  and  Currency  Coihraittee  reported  the  nomination  of 

Henry  C.  Wallich  to  be  a  member  of  the  jZdxjncil  of  Economic  Advisers,  p.  6407 


11. 


LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM.  Sen.  Mansfield 
over  from  Fri. ,  May  2,  to  Tues. ,  Maj 
ably  be  called  on  Tues.,  and  that 


inounci 
5,  that 
690,  to 


that  the  Senate  would  adjourn 
Hie  Executive  Calendar  will  prob- 
provide  research  on  increased  in¬ 


dustrial  use  of  agricultural  pro$ 
pp.  6458,  6483 


icts,  "will  be  postponed  for  a  few  days." 


(* 


HOUSE 


12.  LAEOR-HEW  APPROPRIATION  BIL£.  Passed  without  amendment  >sMs  bill,  H.  R.  6769. 

As  passed  the  bill  includes  funds  for  Federal  employees'  unemployment  compensa- 
—  tion.  Mexican  farm  labor  program,  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  (including  revision 
of  the  Consumer  Price  /index) ,  Wage  and  Hour  Division.  Foodand  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion,  Office  of  Education  (including  payments  to  the  colleges\of  agriculture 
and  the  mechanic  ar/s) ,  assistance  to  schools  in  Federally  impacted  areas. 

White  House  Conference  on  Children  and  Youth,  and  White  House  Conference  on  the 
Aging.  The  committee  report  includes  the  following  statements: 


Migratory  j4bor.  "For  several  years  this  Committee  has  encourage the 
Department/  of  Labor  and  the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
to  do  something  concrete  concerning  migratory  labor  rather  than  simp] 
studying  the  problem.  The  Department  of  Labor  should  bet  congratulatedsin 
making*  a  start  in  this  direction;  however,  much  remains  to  be  done.  Thi 
Department  of  Labor's  responsibility  for  real  action  in  this  area  lies 
largely  within  the  Bureau  of  Employment  Security.  The  Committee  will  expeJ 
t/e  Bureau  to  intensify  its  efforts  insofar  as  they  are  able  to  do  so  with¬ 
in  the  framework  of  existing  legislation,  and  if  it  is  felt  that  additional 


a  CONGRESS  ¥¥  n  CQ1  C 
1st  Session  f|.  I\.  Dl/lO 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

April  30, 1959 

Ordered  to  be  printed  with  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered 


AN  ACT 

Making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1959,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 

4  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  supply  sup- 

5  plemental  appropriations  (this  Act  may  be  cited  as  the 

6  “Second  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1959”)  for  the 

7  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1959,  and  for  other  purposes, 

8  namely : 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


2 


TITLE  I 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Research  Service 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
as  follows : 

“Research”,  (1)$3^60^7700,  to  including  not  to  exceed 
$ 35,000  for  the  alterations  to  the  meat  laboratory  at  Belts- 
ville,  Maryland,  $ 4,174,110 ,  of  which  $ 4,074,110  shall  be 
derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation 
reserve  programs”,  fiscal  year  1959; 

“Plant  and  animal  disease  and  pest  control”,  (2)$2,-480,- 
700  $2,423,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year 
1959;  and 

“Meat  inspection”,  $1,709,100,  to  be  derived  by  trans¬ 
fer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  pro¬ 
gram”,  fiscal  year  1959. 

Extension  Service 

COOPERATIVE  EXTENSION  WORK,  PAYMENTS  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Cooperative  extension 
work,  payments  and  expenses”,  for  “Penalty  mail”,  $559,- 
682,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for 
“Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959:  Provided. 
That  of  the  amount  made  available  under  this  bead  in  the 
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Department  of  Agriculture  and  Farm  Credit  Administra¬ 
tion  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  for  “Payments  to  States, 
Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Pico”,  $63,145  shall  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  subappropriation  for  “Penalty  mail”,  and 

(3) $146-,000  $162,255  shall  be  transferred  to  the  sub¬ 
appropriation  for  “Federal  Extension  Service”. 

Agricultural  Conservation  Program  Service 

AGRICULTURAL  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM 
The  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture  and  Farm  Credit  Administration  Appropriation 
Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses,  is  increased  from  “$24,698,000”  to  “$25,252,000”, 
and  the  limitation  thereunder  on  the  maximum  amount 
which  shall  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  account  for 
“Administrative  expenses,  section  392,  Agricultural  Ad¬ 
justment  Act  of  1938”,  is  increased  from  “$5,025,800”  to 
“$5,385,600”. 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

MARKETING  RESEARCH  AND  SERVICE 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Marketing  research  and 
service”,  as  follows: 

“Marketing  research  and  agricultural  estimates”, 

(4) $  1,144, 100  $ 1,208,100 ,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from 
the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal 
year  1959;  and 
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1  “Marketing  services”,  (5)$1,918,600  $1,954,600  to  be 

2  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conserva- 

3  tion  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959. 

4  (Jo)Foreign  Agricultural  Service 

5  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

6  Subject  to  allocation  in  such  manner  as  may  now  or 

7  hereafter  be  prescribed  by  the  President,  foreign  currencies 

8  which  have  accrued  under  title  I  of  the  Agricultural  Trade 

9  Development  and  Assistance  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (7 

10  U.S.C.  1704),  may  be  used  without  fiscal  year  limitation  for 

11  the  purposes  of  section  104  (m)  of  that  Act,  including  ad- 

12  ministrative  expenses  directly  related  thereto,  in  an  amount 

13  not  to  exceed  the  equivalent  of  $1,275,000. 

14  Soil  Bank  Programs 

15  CONSERVATION  RESERVE  PROGRAM 

16  The  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of 

17  Agriculture  and  Farm  Credit  Administration  Appropriation 

18  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  administrative  ex- 

19  penses,  is  increased  from  “$16,000,000”  to  “$16,286,200”. 

20  Commodity  Stabilization  Service 

21  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS  AND  MARKETING  QUOTAS 

22  (7)Tke  For  an  additional  amount  for  “ Acreage  allotments 

23  and  marketing  quotas” ,  $2,375,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer 

24  from  the  appropriation  for  “ Conservation  reserve  program” , 

25  fiscal  1959  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Depart- 
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1  ment  of  Agriculture  and  Farm  Credit  Administration  Ap- 

2  propriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  which  shall  be  trans- 

3  f erred  to  the  appropriation  account  “Administrative  ex- 

4  penses,  section  392,  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 

5  1838”,  is  increased  from  “$6,380,100”  to  (8)16,837,000” 

6  “$6,886,300”. 

7  Special  Activities 

8  REIMBURSEMENT  TO  COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 

9  FOR  COSTS  OF  SPECIAL  ACTIVITIES 

10  To  reimburse  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for  au- 

11  thorized  unrecovered  costs  through  June  30,  1958  (including 

12  interest  through  recovery  date) ,  as  follows :  ( 1 )  $80,800,000 

13  under  the  International  Wheat  Agreement  Act  of  1949, 

14  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1641-1642)  ;  (2)  $119,270,000 

15  for  commodities  disposed  of  for  emergency  famine  relief  to 

16  friendly  peoples  pursuant  to  title  II  of  the  Act  of  July  10, 

17  1954,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1703,  1721-1724)  ;  (3) 

18  $1,033,515,000  for  the  sale  of  surplus  agricultural  commod- 

19  ities  for  foreign  currencies  pursuant  to  title  I  of  the  Act  of 

20  July  10,  1954,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1701-1709)  ;  (4) 

21  $18,506  for  grain  made  available  to  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 

22  terior  to  prevent  crop  damage  by  migratory  waterfowl  pur- 

23  suant  to  the  Act  of  July  3,  1956  (7  U.S.C.  442-446)  ;  (5) 

24  $82,250,335  for  strategic  and  other  materials  acquired  by  the 

25  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  as  a  result  of  barter  or  ex- 
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change  of  agricultural  commodities  or  products  and  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  supplemental  stockpile  pursuant  to  Public  Law 
540,  84th  Congress  (7  U.S.C.  1856)  ;  (6)  $19,390,100  for 
transfers  to  the  appropriation  for  “Diseases  of  animals  and 
poultry”  pursuant  to  authority  contained  under  such  head  in 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  Parm  Credit  Adminis¬ 
tration  Appropriation  Act,  1958;  and  (7)  $1,510,870  for 
transfers  to  the  appropriation  “Marketing  research  and  serv¬ 
ice”  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  August  31,  1951  (7  U.S.C. 
414a),  for  grading  tobacco  and  classing  cotton  without 
charge  to  producers,  as  authorized  by  law  (7  U.S.C.  473a, 
51 Id) . 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

LIMITATION  ON  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES,  COMMODITY 

CREDIT  CORPORATION 

The  limitation  under  this  head  in  title  II  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  and  Farm  Credit  Administration  Ap¬ 
propriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses  of  the  Corporation,  is  increased  from 
“$35,398,000”  to  “$39,600,000”. 

Office  of  Information 
salaries  and  expenses 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
(9)$7 1,000  $77,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  ap- 
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1  propriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year 

2  1959. 

3  Forest  Service 

4  FOREST  PROTECTION  AND  UTILIZATION 

5  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Forest  protection  and 

6  utilization”,  as  follows: 

7  “Forest  land  management”,  (10)$  13,282,800  $15,- 

8  326,000,  of  which  $5,432,200  shall  be  derived  by  transfer 

9  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”, 

10  fiscal  year  1959; 

11  “Forest  research”,  $1,003,400;  and 

12  “State  and  private  forestry  cooperation”,  $102,800. 

13  (H)forust  roads  and  trails 

14  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Forest  Hoads  and 

15  Trails”,  $500,000 

16  FUNDS  APPROPRIATED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 


17  Mutual  Security 

IS  DEVELOPMENT  LOAN  FUND 

19  For  an  additional  amount  for  advances  to  the  Develop- 

20  ment  Loan  Fund,  as  authorized  by  section  203  of  the  Mutual 
”1  Security  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 

$200,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Maritime  Activities 

SHIP  CONSTRUCTION 

Not  to  exceed  (1 3)$48,-650?Q0Q  $ 18,700,000  of  ^appro¬ 
priations  heretofore  granted  under  this  head  shall  be  available 
for  design,  construction,  outfitting,  and  preparation  for 
operation  of  a  nuclear  powered  merchant  ship. 

OPERATING-DIFFERENTIAL  SUBSIDIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operating-differential 
subsidies  ”,  (14)15,000,000  $10,000,000,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended. 

STATE  MARINE  SCHOOLS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “State  marine  schools”, 
$35,000;  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce  and  Related  Agencies  Appropriation  Act, 
1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  the  maintenance  and  re¬ 
pair  of  vessels  loaned  by  the  United  States,  is  increased  from 
“$149,800”  to  “$187,300”. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$723,450:  Provided,  That  the  limitation  under  this  head  in 
the  Department  of  Commerce  and  Related  Agencies  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  “Adminis¬ 
trative  expenses”,  is  increased  from  “$6,975,000”  to  “$7,- 
566,750”;  the  limitation  thereunder  on  the  amount  available 
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for  “Maintenance  of  shipyard  and  reserve  training  facilities 
and  operation  of  warehouses”,  is  increased  from  “$1,- 
400,000”  to  “$1,481,300”;  and  the  limitation  thereunder  on 
the  amount  available  for  “Reserve  Beet  expenses”,  is  in¬ 
creased  from  “$6, 150,000”  to  “$6,200,400”. 

Patent  Office 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
(15>$-M#4#00  $1,683 M0. 

(1&)N ational  Bureau  of  Standards 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  LABORATORIES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “ Construction  of  labora¬ 
tories'  ,  $ 19,793 ,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— CIVIL  FUNCTIONS 
Department  of  the  Army 

OEM  ETERI  AL  EXPENSES 
Salaries  and  Expenses  V  ' 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses’*, 
(17)$524,500  $535,000. 

RIVERS  AND  HARBORS  AND  FLOOD  CONTROL 
Construction,  General 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction,  general”, 
$5,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— MILITARY 

FUNCTIONS 


Department  of  the  Army 

OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance”,  ( 1 8)$  38, l-60y090  $39,900,000(Jl^):  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  shall  he 
used  for  the  purpose  of  reducing  the  strength  of  the  active 
Army  below  900,000,  nor  be  expended  directly  or  indirectly 
for  the  puropse  of  transporting  any  person  or  persons 
pursuant  to  any  plan  or  program  for  reducing  the  strength 
of  the  Army  below  900,000. 

ARMY  NATIONAL  GUARD 

For  an  additional  amount,  fiscal  year  1958,  for  “Army 
National  Guard”,  $3,065,000. 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Army  National  Guard”, 
(20)$40T300?000  $ 13,200,000 . 

Department  of  the  Navy 

MILITARY  PERSONNEL,  NAVY 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Military  personnel, 
Navy”,  (21)133,061,500  $ 36,735,000 . 

(22)M7L7TARr  PERSONNEL,  MARINE  CORPS 
The  Department  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act,  1959, 
Public  Law  85-724,  approved  August  22,  1958,  is  amended, 
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in  Title  IV  thereof,  by  striking  the  period  after  the  word 
“Fund”  in  the  section  entitled  “Military  Personnel,  Marine 
Corps”,  inserting  a  colon  and  adding  the  following  words: 
“Provided,  That  Marine  Corps  personnel  paid  from  this 
appropriation  shall  be  maintained  at  an  end  strength  of  not 
less  than  200,000  for  the  fiscal  year  1959.” 


AIECEAFT  AND  FACILITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “ Aircraft  and  facilities”, 

(23) $4S7OOOtOOO  $ 18,624,900 . 

SHIPS  AND  FACILITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  f Ships  and  facilities”, 

(24) $F87O0Oj0O0  $20,000,000. 

OEDNANCE  AND  FACILITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Ordnance  and  facilities”, 

(25) $g7822;OQQ  $4,246,000 

MEDICAL  CAEE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Medical  care”, 

,100,000. 


CIVIL  ENGINEEEING 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Civil  engineering”, 
(26)1870007000  $3,732,000. 

SEEVTCEWIDE  SUPPLY  AND  FINANCE 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Servicewide  supply  and 


finance”, 


$16,313,000. 
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SERVICEWIDE  OPERATIONS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Service wide  operations”, 

(28>$5;4f>3,OftQ  1 5,685,600 . 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

MILITARY  PERSONNEL 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Military  personnel”, 
$18,728,000. 

General  Provisions 

The  limitation  of  $49,000,000  contained  in  section  611 
of  the  Department  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act,  1959, 
Public  Law  85-724,  approved  August  22,  1958,  may  he 
exceeded  by  not  more  than  $5,000,000. 

Section  615  of  the  Department  of  Defense  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act,  1959,  is  amended,  effective  January  3,  1959,  by 
adding  the  words  “or  in  Alaska”  after  the  words  “outside  the 
United  States”. 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 
Federal  Funds 

FEDERAL  PAYMENT  TO  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Federal  payment  to  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia”  (to  be  paid  to  the  general  fund  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated),  (2 9)$5,Q0Q-,O00  $8,100,000. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

36 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


13 


District  of  Columbia  Funds 

OPERATING  EXPENSES 

Department  of  General  Administration  c 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  General 
Administration”,  $456,750,  of  which  $7,810  shall  be  pay¬ 
able  from  the  highway  fund  and  $2,000  from  the  water  fund. 

Department  of  Occupations  and  Professions 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  Occupa¬ 
tions  and  Professions”,  (30)$2O,45O  $ 26,200 . 

Public  Schools 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Public  schools”, 
(3 1)$1 ,295,-668  $4,095,668,  of  which  $75,000  shall  be 
available  for  the  development  of  vocational  education. 

Public  Library 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Public  Library”,  $152,- 

050. 

Metropolitan  Police 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Metropolitan  Police”, 
$2,616,800,  of  which  $258,900  shall  be  payable  from  the 
highway  fund  and  $15,400  from  the  motor  vehicle  parking 
fund. 

Fire  Department 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Fire  Department”, 


$1,200,300. 
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1  Department  of  Corrections 

2  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  Correc- 

3  tions”,  $264,600. 

4  Department  of  Public  Welfare 

5  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  Public 

6  Welfare”,  (32>$^0t^0  $1,012,200. 

7  Miscellaneous 

8  SETTLEMENT  OF  CLAIMS  AND  SUITS 

9  For  tbe  payment  of  claims  in  excess  of  $250,  approved 

10  by  the  Commissioners  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 

11  the  Act  of  February  11,  1929,  as  amended  (45  Stat.  1160; 

12  46  Stat.  500;  65  Stat.  131),  (33)$20-, 4-9-7-  $ 24,131 . 

13  JUDGMENTS 

14  For  the  payment  of  final  judgments  rendered  against 

15  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  set  forth  in  (34 ^Senate  Docu- 
10  merit  Numbered  20  and  House  Document  Numbered  58 
17  (Eighty-sixth  Congress),  (35)$30,-249  $118,285,  together 
10  with  such  further  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  the 

19  interest  at  not  exceeding  4  per  centum  per  annum  on  such 

20  judgments,  as  provided  by  law,  from  the  date  the  same 

21  became  due  until  the  date  of  payment. 

22  AUDITED  CLAIMS 

23  For  an  additional  amount  for  the  payment  of  claims, 

24  certified  to  be  due  by  the  accounting  officers  of  the  District 

25  of  Columbia,  under  appropriations  the  balances  of  which 
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have  been  exhausted  or  credited  to  the  general  or  special 
funds  of  the  District  of  Columbia  as  provided  by  law  (D.C. 
Code,  title  47,  sec.  130a) ,  being  for  the  service  of  the  fiscal 
year  1958  and  prior  fiscal  years,  as  set  forth  in  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  58  (Eighty-sixth  Congress),  $147,484, 
together  with  such  further  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay 
the  interest  on  audited  claims  for  refunds  at  not  exceeding  4 
per  centum  per  annum  as  provided  by  law  (Act  of  July  10, 
1952,  66  Stat.  546,  sec.  14d) . 

Division  of  Expenses 

The  sums  appropriated  in  this  title  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  shall,  unless  otherwise  specifically  provided  for,  be 
paid  out  of  the  general  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as 
defined  in  the  District  of  Columbia  Appropriations  Acts  for 
the  fiscal  years  involved. 

DEPARTMENT  OE  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 

WELEARE 

Eood  and  Drug  Administration 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
(36)$1-,072,000  $1,150,000. 

Office  of  Education 

DEFENSE  EDUCATIONAL  ACTIVITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Defense  educational  ac¬ 
tivities”,  $75,300,000,  of  which  $25,000,000  shall  be  for 
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li:  capital  contributions  to  student  loan  funds  for  which  appli- 
.2  cations  have  been  filed  on  or  before  January  6,  1959,  and  for 

3  loans  for  non-Federal  capital  contributions  to  student  loan 

4  funds;  $37,000,000  shall  be  for  grants  to  States  arid  loans 

5  to  nonprofit  private  schools  for  science,  mathematics,  and 

6  modem  language  teaching  facilities;  and  $2,000,000  shall 

7  be  for  grants  to  States  for  testing,  guidance,  and  counseling. 

8  PAYMENTS  TO  SCHOOL  DISTRICTS 

9  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Payments  to  school 

10  districts”,  $20,000,000. 

11  ASSISTANCE  FOR  SCHOOL  CONSTRUCTION 

12  ,  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Assistance  for  school 

13  construction”,  $24,600,000. 

14  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

15  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

16  $841,000. 

17  Public  Health  Service 

13  ASSISTANCE  TO  STATES,  GENERAL 

19  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Assistance  to  States, 

20  general”,  $750,000. 

21  CONSTRUCTION  OF  INDIAN  HEALTH  FACILITIES 

22  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction  of  Indian 

23  health  facilities”,  (37)$1,700,000  $ 1,886,000 ,  to  remain 
24-  available  until  expended. 
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(38) CONSTRUCTION  OF  SURGICAL  FACILITIES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “ Construction  of  surgical 
facilities”,  $ 370,000 ,  which  together  with  funds  heretofore 
appropriated  under  this  head  shall  remain  available  until 
expended. 

(d^^SAlNT  ELIZABETHS  HOSPITAL 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses” , 
$ 43,000 . 

Social  Security  Administration 

LIMITATION  ON  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  BUREAU  OF 
OLD-AGE  AND  SURVIVORS  INSURANCE 
The  amount  authorized  by  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  and  the 
Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  to  be  available  for 
necessary  expenses  of  the  Bureau  of  Old-Age  and  Survivors 
Insurance,  to  be  derived  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  sur¬ 
vivors  insurance  trust  fimd,  is  increased  from  “$139, 131,- 
000”  to  “$171,221,000”. 

LIMITATION  ON  CONSTRUCTION,  BUREAU  OF  OLD-AGE  AND 

SURVTVORS  INSURANCE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction,  Bureau  of 
Old-Age  and  Survivors  Insurance”,  $1,210,000,  to  be  de¬ 
rived  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  trust 


H.  B.  5916 - 3 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 


18 


fund,  which  together  with  sums  heretofore  appropriated 
under  said  head  shall  establish  a  limitation  of  cost  of  $32,- 
290,000 :  Provided,  That  the  first  proviso  under  this  head  in 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1958,  and  the  provisions  of  section  209  of  said 
Act  shall  not  apply  to  construction  authorized  under  the 
foregoing  limitation. 

GRANTS  TO  STATES  FOR  PUBLIC  ASSISTANCE 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Grants  to  States  for  pub 
he  assistance”,  $151,560,000. 

GRANTS  TO  STATES  FOR  MATERNAL  AND  CHILD  WELFARE 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Grants  to  States  for  ma¬ 
ternal  and  child  welfare”,  $1,500,000,  to  remain  available 
until  June  30,  1960:  Provided,  That  the  limitation  under 
this  head  in  the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for 
services  for  crippled  children  is  increased  from  “$15,000,- 
000”  to  “$16,500,000”:  Provided  further,  That  the  forego¬ 
ing  amount  shall  be  available  to  and  expended  by  the  States 
only  for  the  purpose  of  providing  necessary  services  to  chil¬ 
dren  with  congenital  heart  disease:  Provided  further,  That 
the  allotments  made  to  the  States  out  of  such  $1,500,000, 
shall  otherwise  be  deemed  a  part  of  their  allotments  under 
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title  Y,  part  2,  section  512  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.,  ch.  7,  subch.  V). 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  OFFICE  OF  FIELD 
ADMINISTRATION 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
Office  of  Field  Administration”,  $199,000,  together  with  an 
additional  amount  of  not  to  exceed  $151,200  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insurance 
trust  fund. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  OFFICE  OF  THE  GENERAL 

COUNSEL 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel”,  $55,400,  together  with  an 
additional  amount  of  not  to  exceed  $2,000  to  be  transferred 
from  the  appropriation  “Salaries  and  expenses,  certification 
and  inspection  services”,  and  an  additional  amount  of  not 
to  exceed  $51,400  to  be  transferred  from  the  Federal  old- 
age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund. 

WHITE  HOUSE  COUNCIL  ON  AGING 

For  an  additional  amount  for  the  “White  House  Council 
on  Aging”,  (40)$790y000  $ 844,000 ,  of  which  (41)$^- 
OOO  $810,000  shall  be  available  for  grants  to  States  and 
shall  remain  available  until  January  31,  1961. 
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INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 


(4 ^Alaska  International  Bail  and  Highway 

Commission 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “ Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$ 200,000  and  said  appropriation  shall  remain  available 
until  March  1,  1960. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

PAYMENTS  TO  AIR  CARRIERS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Payments  to  air  car¬ 
riers”,  (43)$42tO9OtOO07  $16,189,000,  to  remain  available 
until  expended. 

Civil  Service  Commission 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 


For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Salaries  and  expenses”, 
(44)$-!--, 49-1-500  $1,730,000 :  Provided,  That  the  limitation 
under  this  head  in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation 
Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  performing  the  duties 
imposed  upon  the  Commission  by  the  Act  of  July  19,  1940 
(54  Stat.  767) ,  is  increased  from  “$70,000”  to  (45)“$76,~ 
300”  “$77,000” ,  and  the  limitation  thereunder  on  the 
amount  available  for  expenses  of  travel  is  increased  from 
“$472,000”  to  (46)“$186,000^  “$5,000,000”. 
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INVESTIGATIONS  OF  UNITED  STATES  CITIZENS  FOE 
EMPLOYMENT  BY  INTEEN ATIONAL  OEGANIZATIONS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘‘Investigations  of  United 
States  citizens  for  employment  by  international  organiza¬ 
tions”,  $100,000. 

ANNUITIES,  PANAMA  CANAL  CONSTEUCTION  EMPLOYEES 
AND  LIGHTHOUSE  SEEVICE  WIDOWS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Annuities,  Panama  Canal 
construction  employees  and  Lighthouse  Service  widows”, 
$270,000. 

Commission  on  Inteen ational  Pules  of  Judicial 

Peoceduee 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Commission  on  Interna¬ 
tional  Pules  of  Judicial  Procedure,  (47)$25,000  $ 50,000 , 
to  remain  available  until  December  31,  1959. 

(48 ^Federal  Aviation  Agency 

GRANTS-IN-AID  FOR  AIRPORTS  (LIQUIDATION  OF 
CONTRACT  AUTHORIZATION ) 

For  an  additional  amount  for  uGra,nts-in-aid  for  air¬ 
ports  (liquidation  of  contract  authorization) ,”  $ 20,000,000 , 
to  remain  available  until  expended. 
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1  General  Services  Administration 

2  expenses,  supply  distribution 

3  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Expenses,  supply  distri- 

4  bution”,  $1,582,000,  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in 

5  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the 

6  amount  available  for  expenses  of  travel,  is  increased  from 

7  “$132,500”  to  “$160,000”. 

8  GENERAL  SUPPLY  FUND 

9  To  increase  the  general  supply  fund  established  by  the 

10  Federal  Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949, 

11  as  amended  (5  TJ'.S.C.  63 Og) ,  (49)$4-0r90O,-000 

12  $15,000,000. 

13  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  OFFICE  OF  ADMINISTRATOR 

14  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 

15  Office  of  Administrator”,  including  expenses  of  carrying  out 

16  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  August  25,  1958  (72  Stat.  838) . 

17  $72,240. 

18  (50 ^REFUNDS  UNDER  RENEGOTIATION  ACT 

19  For  refunds  under  section  201(f)  of  the  Renegotiation 

20  Act  of  1951  (50  U.8.C.  App.  1231(f)),  $1,400,000,  to 

21  remain  available  until  expended. 

22  ( [5V)Historical  and  Memorial  Commissions 

23  CIVIL  WAR  CENTENNIAL  COMMISSION 

24  For  an  additional  amount  for  expenses  necessary  to 

25  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  September  7,  1957  (71 

26  Stat.  626),  as  amended,  $23,492. 
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(52 ^National  Mediation  Board 

ARBITRATION  AND  EMERGENCY  BOARDS  , 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “ Arbitration  and  emer¬ 
gency  boards” ,  $100,000. 

Outdoor  Recreation  Resources  Review  Commission 
For  an  additional  amount  for  the  Outdoor  Recreation 
Resources  Review  Commission,  $100,000,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  imtil  expended. 

Railroad  Retirement  Board 

LIMITATION  ON  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 
The  amount  authorized  by  the  Departments  of  Labor, 
and  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Appropriation  Act, 
1959,  for  necessary  expenses  of  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Board,  to  he  derived  from  the  railroad  retirement  account, 
is  increased  from  “$8,450,000”  to  “$9,374,300”. 

River  Basin  Study  Commissions 
rivjr  basin  study  commission  for  south  carolina- 
georgia-alabama-florida 
For  an  additional  amount  for  necessary  expenses  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  approved  August  28, 
1958  (Public  Law  85-850) ,  (53 )$SO7O0O  $100,000. 

RIVER  BASIN  STUDY  COMMISSION  FOR  TEXAS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  necessary  expenses  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  title  II  of  the  Act  approved 
August  28,  1958  (Public  Law  85r-843)>  $120,000. 
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Veterans  Administration 

GENERAL  OPERATING  EXPENSES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “General  operating  ex¬ 
penses’’,  $12,180,000. 

INPATIENT  CARE 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Inpatient  care”, 
(54)$ 4 7 jd 55-, 000  $ 48,651,000 ,  and  the  limitation  under  this 
head  in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1959, 
on  the  amount  available  for  expenses  of  travel  of  employees, 
is  increased  from  “$375,000”  to  “$400,000”. 


OUTPATIENT  CARB 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Outpatient  care”,  $6,- 
934,000,  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Inde¬ 
pendent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount 
available  for  expenses  of  travel  of  employees,  is  increased 
from  “$206,400”  to  “$243,000”. 

COMPENSATION  AND  PENSIONS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Compensation  and  pen¬ 
sions”,  $52,500,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  oe  Land  Management 

MANAGEMENT  OF  LANDS  AND  RESOURCES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Management  of  lands 
and  resources”,  (55)$-3,68-2-7600  $ 3,787,600  (5 6)and  in  ad¬ 
dition  $ '100,000  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropri- 
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cition  “Salaries  and  Expenses,  Office  of  Minerals  Explora¬ 
tion  ’  (57)  :  Provided ,  That  not  to  exceed,  $ 3,500  shall  he 
available  for  reimbursing  the  American  Falls  Irrigation  Dis¬ 
trict  Numbered  2,  Shoshone,  Idaho,  for  reconstruction  of  a 
bridge  damaged  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  during 
fire-suppression  activities. 

(58) CONSTRUCTION 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “ Construction ,”  $1,- 
000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

(59 'yROAD  CONSTRUCTION  AND  MAINTENANCE 
(Liquidation  of  Contract  Authorization) 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Road  construction  and 
maintenance  (liquidation  of  contract  authorization)” ,  for 
liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to  the  Act  of 
August  23,  1958  (72  Stat.  834),  $ 1,000,000 ,  to  remain 
available  until  expended. 

PAYMENT  TO  STANDING  ROCK  SIOUX  TRIBE  OF  INDIANS 
For  deposit  in  the  United  States  Treasury  to  the  credit 
of  the  Standing  Rock  Sioux  Tribe  of  Indians  for  rehabilita¬ 
tion  and  relocation,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  5  of  the  Act  of  September  2,  1958  (72  Stat.  1763), 
$6,960,000. 

H.  R.  5916 - 1 
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Bureau  of  Reclamation 

LOAN  PROGRAM 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Loan  program”,  $4,860,- 
000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

National  Park  Service 

MANAGEMENT  AND  PROTECTION 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Management  and  protec¬ 
tion”,  (60)f4-,^GT000  $ 1,388,500 . 

Virgin  Islands  Corporation 

LOANS  TO  OPERATING  FUND 
The  Virgin  Islands  Corporation  may  borrow  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $125,000  from  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  for 
the  engineering  and  design  of  salt  water  distillation  and 
related  facilities  in  Saint  Thomas,  Virgin  Islands,  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  section  3  of  the  Act  of  September  2,  1958  (72 
Stat.  1760) . 

THE  JUDICIARY 

Courts  of  Appeals,  District  Courts,  and  Other 

Judicial  Services 

FEES  OF  JURORS  AND  COMMISSIONERS 
For  an  additional  amoimt  for  “Fees  of  jurors  and  com¬ 
missioners”,  $180,000. 

TRAVEL  AND  MISCELLANEOUS  EXPENSES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Travel  and  miscellaneous 


expenses”,  $100,000. 
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ADMINISTRATIVE  OFFICE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  COURTS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Administrative  Office  of 
tlie  United  States  Courts”,  $91,000,  of  which  $82,100 
shall  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for 
“Salaries  of  judges”,  fiscal  year  1959. 

EXPENSES  OF  REFEREES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Expenses  of  referees”, 
$247,600,  to  be  derived  from  the  referees’  expense  fund 
established  in  pursuance  of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1946,  as 
amended  (11  TJ.S.C.  68  (c)  (4)  ) . 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Legal  Activities  and  General  Administration 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  GENERAL  LEGAL  ACTIVITIES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
general  legal  activities”,  $973,000. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  UNITED  STATES  ATTORNEYS  AND 

MARSHALS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
United  States  attorneys  and  marshals”,  $2,032,000. 

FEES  AND  EXPENSES  OF  WITNESSES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Fees  and  expenses  of 
witnesses”,  $50,000;  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in 
the  Department  of  Justice  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on 
the  amount  available  for  compensation  and  expenses  of  wit- 
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nesses  or  informants,  is  increased  from  “$225,000”  to 
“$275,000”. 

Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$9,611,000. 

Federal  Prison  System 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  BUREAU  OF  PRISONS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses. 
Bureau  of  Prisons”,  $2,671,000. 

SUPPORT  OF  UNITED  STATES  PRISONERS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Support  of  United  States 
prisoners”,  $500,000. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 
Bureau  of  Labor  Standards 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
including  $240,000  for  necessary  expenses  for  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  safety  functions  of  the  Secretary  under  the  Long¬ 
shoremen’s  and  Harbor  Workers’  Compensation  Act,  as 
amended  (72  Stat.  835)  ;  and  for  the  performance  of  func¬ 
tions  vested  in  the  Secretary  by  sections  8  (b)  and  (c)  of 
the  Welfare  and  Pension  Plans  Disclosure  Act  (72  Stat. 
997)  ;  (OlJf^OyOOO  $729,000. 
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Bureau  of  Employment  Security 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
(62)$5^$60  $630,500. 

UNEMPLOYMENT  COMPENSATION  FOR  VETERANS  AND 

FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Unemployment  compen¬ 
sation  for  veterans  and  Federal  employees”,  $40,000,000. 

(J6?J)temporary  unemployment  compensation 
The  appropriation  granted  under  this  head  in  chapter 
II  of  the  Act  of  June  13,  1958  (Public  Law  85-457), 
shall  remain  available  until  September  30,  1959,  for  car¬ 
rying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Temporary  Unem¬ 
ployment  Compensation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended. 

LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH 
(JoF)SeNATE 

(65 ^SALARIES  OF  SENATORS,  MILEAGE  OF  THE  PRESIDENT 
OF  THE  SENATE  AND  OF  SENA  TORS,  EXPENSE  ALLOW¬ 
ANCE  OF  THE  MAJORITY  AND  MINORITY  LEADERS  OF 
THE  SENATE,  AND  SALARY  AND  EXPENSE  ALLOW¬ 
ANCE  OF  THE  VICE  PRESIDENT 

Compensation  of  Senators 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “ Compensation  of  Sen¬ 
ators”,  $23,980. 
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(66)Salaries,  Officers  and  Employees 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SERGEANT  AT  ARMS  AND  DOORKEEPER 
For  an  additional  amount  for  Office  of  Sergeant  at 
Arms  and  Doorkeeper,  $ 1,055  for  the  employment  from 
May  1,  1959,  of  an  Assistant  Superintendent,  Periodical 
Press  Gallery,  at  $3,000  basic  per  annum. 

(joiyCoNTlNGENT  EXPENSES  OF  THE  SENATE 
(' QS^furniture 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Furniture” ,  $34,385. 

(69)3/  1SCELLANEO  US  ITEMS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Miscellaneous  items” , 
$81,290:  Provided,  That  effective  May  1,  1959,  the  basic 
salaries  of  the  research  assistants  to  the  majority  and  minor¬ 
ity  leaders,  as  authorized  by  S.  Res.  158,  agreed  to  Decem¬ 
ber  9,  1941,  may  he  fixed  by  the  respective  leaders  at  not  to 
exceed  $8,820  basic  per  annum  each. 

(70)  POST  AGE  STAMPS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  maintenance  of  a  supply 
of  stamps  in  the  Senate  Post  Office,  $2,000. 

(71) STATIONERY  (REVOLVING  FUND) 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Stationery  (revolving 
fund)” ,  $1,780,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

House  of  Representatives 
For  payment  to  Herman  P.  Eberharter,  Junior,  and 
James  J.  Eberharter,  sons  of  Herman  P.  Eberharter,  late  a 
Representative  from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  $22,500. 
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For  payment  to  Constance  L.  Horst,  Bettie  J.  Butler, 
and  Harry  L.  McGregor,  children  of  J.  Harry  McGregor, 
late  a  Representative  from  the  State  of  Ohio,  $22,500. 

For  payment  to  Edna  Simpson,  widow  of  Sidney  E. 
Simpson,  late  a  Representative  from  the  State  of  Illinois, 
$22,500. 

For  payment  to  the  children  of  George  H.  Christopher, 
late  a  Representative  from  the  State  of  Missouri,  $22,500. 

For  payment  to  Georgia  T.  Reed,  widow  of  Daniel  A. 
Reed,  late  a  Representative  from  the  State  of  New  York, 
$22,500. 

CONTINGENT  EXPENSES  OF  THE  HOUSE 
Reporting  Hearings 

For  an  additional  amount,  fiscal  year  1958,  for  “Report¬ 
ing  hearings”,  $10,000. 

Postage  Stamps 

For  airmail  and  special-delivery  postage  stamps,  for  the 
first  session  of  the  86th  Congress,  as  authorized  by  Public 
Law  85-778,  approved  August  27,  1958,  $183,640. 

(12) Architect  of  the  Capitol 

(J  S') EXTENSION  OF  THE  CAPITOL 

To  enable  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  under  the  direction 
of  the  Commission  for  Extension  of  the  United  States  Capitol, 
to  continue  to  provide  for  the  extension,  reconstruction,  and 
replacement  of  the  central  portion  of  the  United  States  Capitol 


32 


1  and  other  improvements  authorized  under  the  heading  “Ex- 

2  tension  of  the  Capitol ”  in  the  Act  of  August  5, 1955  ( 69  Stat. 

3  515 ,  516),  as  amended,  $4,000,000. 

4  (74)furniture  and  furnishings,  additional  senate 

5  OFFICE  BUILDING 

6  To  enable  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  under  the  direction 

7  of  the  Senate  Office  Building  Commission,  to  continue  to 

8  provide  furniture  arid,  furnishings  for  the  additional  office 

9  building  for  the  United  States  Senate,  in  accordance  with 

10  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  July  10,  1957  (Public  Law 

11  85-93,  Eighty-fifth  Congress),  $283,550,  to  remain  available 

12  until  expended. 

13  (75 ^ADDITIONAL  OFFICE  BUILDING  FOR  THE  UNITED 

14  STATES  SENATE 

15  Construction  and  Equipment  of  Additional  Senate  Office 

16  Building 

17  To  enable  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  under  the  direction 

18  of  the  Senate  Office  Building  Commission,  to  continue  to 

19  provide  for  the  construction  and  equipment  of  a  fireproof 

20  office  building  for  the  use  of  the  United  States  Senate,  in 

21  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Second  Deficiency  Ap- 

22  propriation  Act,  1948  (62  Stat.  1029),  as  amended  by  the 

23  Legislative  Branch  Appropriation  Act  1958  (71  Stat.  252, 

24  253),  $750,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein 
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appropriated  shall  he  obligated  or  expended  for  construction 
of  the  rear  center  wing  of  said  building,  from  the  ground 
floor  up,  provided  for  under  the  building  plans  heretofore 
approved  by  such  Commission:  Provided  further,  That  the 
amount  of  $ 23,446,000  fixed  by  the  Second  Deficiency  Ap¬ 
propriation  Act,  1948  (62  Stat.  1029),  as  amended  by  the 
Legislative  Branch  Appropriation  Act,  1958  (71  Stat. 
252,  258 ) ,  as  the  limit  of  cost  for  construction  and  equipment 
of  an  additional  office  building  for  the  United  States  Senate 
is  hereby  increased  by  $750,000. 

POST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENT 
(Out  of  postal  fund) 

Transportation 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Transportation”, 
$37,500,000. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
Administration  of  Foreign  Affairs 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$6,664,900. 

EMERGENCIES  IN  THE  DIPLOMATIC  AND  CONSULAR  SERVICE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Emergencies  in  the  diplo¬ 
matic  and  consular  service”,  $495,000. 
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International  Organizations  and  Conferences 

CONTRIBUTIONS  TO  INTERNATIONAL  ORGANIZATIONS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Contributions  to  inter¬ 
national  organizations”,  $4,943,146. 

INTERNATIONAL  CONTINGENCIES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “International  contin¬ 
gencies”,  $1,100,000:  Provided,  That  this  appropriation 
shall  be  available  for  reimbursement  to  the  appropriation 
“Emergency  fund  for  the  President,  national  defense,” 
fiscal  year  1959,  in  such  amounts  as  may  have  been  ex¬ 
pended  from  said  appropriation  for  the  purposes  of  this 
appropriation. 

International  Commissions 

INTERNATIONAL  BOUNDARY  AND  WATER  COMMISSION, 
UNITED  STATES  AND  MEXICO 
Operation  and  maintenance 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance”,  $931,500. 

Other 

PAYMENT  TO  PHILIPPINE  GOVERNMENT 
For  payment  in  full  and  final  settlement  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  Philippines  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  June 
19,  1934  (48  Stat.  1115) ,  $23,862,751,  to  be  derived  from 
receipts  under  section  7  of  the  Gold  Reserve  Act  of  1934 
(31  U.S.C.  408b). 
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(7 &)THIRD  PAN  AMERICAN  GAMES 
For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Third  Pan  American 
Games,  1959,  $ 500,000 ,  to  remain  available  until  June  30, 


1960. 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 
Bureau  of  Accounts 

SAL  ABIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Eor  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
(77>f^300  $337,000. 

SAL  ABIES  AND  EXPENSES,  DIVISION  OF  DISBUBSEMENT 
Eor  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
Division  of  Disbursement”,  $3,903,600. 


Bubeau  of  Customs 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 


$4,519,000. 


Intebnal  Revenue  Service 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 


(79>$29,59-5r000  $30,600,000. 

United  States  Secret  Service 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  WHITE  HOUSE  POLICE 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses, 


White  House  Police”,  $114,000. 
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Bureau  of  the  Mint 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Not  to  exceed  $500  of  the  appropriation  granted  under 
this  head  for  the  fiscal  year  1959  shall  be  available  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Act  of  February  28,  1929  (45  Stat.  1409) , 
as  amended  by  the  Act  of  September  2,  1958  (Public  Law 
85-879) ,  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  strike 
and  present  a  gold  medal  in  honor  of  Roger  P.  Ames. 

Coast  Guard 

OPERATING  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operating  expenses”, 
$7,800,000. 

CLAIMS  FOR  DAMAGES  AND  JUDGMENTS 

For  payment  of  claims  for  damages  as  settled  and  deter¬ 
mined  by  departments  and  agencies  in  accord  with  law  and 
judgments  rendered  against  the  United  States  by  United 
States  district  courts  and  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims, 
as  set  forth  in  (80 'y Senate  Document  Numbered  20  and 
House  Document  Numbered  95,  Eighty-sixth  Congress, 
(81)$-27570,198  $ 4,931,024 ,  together  with  such  amounts  as 
may  be  necessary  to  pay  interest  (as  and  when  specified  in 
such  judgments  or  provided  by  law)  and  such  additional 
sums  due  to  increases  in  rates  of  exchange  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  pay  claims  in  foreign  currency:  Provided,  That  no 
judgment  herein  appropriated  for  shall  be  paid  until  it  shall 
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have  become  final  and  conclusive  against  the  United  States 
by  failure  of  the  parties  to  appeal  or  otherwise:  Provided 
further,  That,  unless  otherwise  specifically  required  by  law 
or  by  the  judgment,  payment  of  interest  wherever  appro¬ 
priated  for  herein  shall  not  continue  for  more  than  thirty 
days  after  the  date  of  approval  of  this  Act. 

TITLE  II 

INCREASED  PAY  COSTS 

For  additional  amounts  for  appropriations  for  the  fiscal 
year  1959,  for  increased  pay  costs  authorized  by  or  pur¬ 
suant  to  law,  as  follows : 

Department  of  Agriculture 

Farmer  Cooperative  Service:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

(82) $87t800  $42,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the 
appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Soil  Conservation  Service:  “Conservation  operations”, 

(83) $5, 7847600  $6,424,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from 
the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Foreign  Agricultural  Service:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$232,020,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Commodity  Exchange  Authority:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  (84)$64t200  $65,800,  to  be  derived  by  transfer 
from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation:  “Federal  Crop 
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Insurance  Corporation  fund”  (increase  of  $297,000  in  the 
limitation  upon  the  amount  which  may  be  paid  from  pre¬ 
mium  income  for  administrative  and  operating  expenses)  ; 

Eural  Electrification  Administration:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  (85)$55477-00  $613,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer 
from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program” ; 

Farmers  Home  Administration:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  (86)$43-98-9,450  $2,210,500,  to  be  derived  by 
transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve 
program” ; 

Office  of  the  General  Counsel:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$240,750,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $186,- 
755,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for 
“Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Library:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  (87)$56,310  $62,- 
600,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for 
“Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Department  of  Commerce 

General  administration:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$203,400; 

Bureau  of  the  Census: 
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“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $600,300; 

“1958  censuses  of  business,  manufacturers,  and 
mineral  industries”,  $405,900,  to  remain  available  until 
December  31,  1961; 

“Eighteenth  decennial  census”,  $351,000,  to  remain 
available  until  December  31,  1962; 

“Census  of  governments”,  $28,800; 

Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$665,100; 

Business  and  Defense  Services  Administration:  “Salaries 
and  expenses”,  $543,420; 

Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $193,275; 

“Export  control”,  $113,400; 

Office  of  Business  Economics:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$91,800; 

Maritime  activities:  “Maritime  training”,  $117,450; 
Bureau  of  Public  Boads:  “Limitation  on  general  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $1,381,500  in  the  limitation 
on  necessary  expenses  of  administration)  ; 

National  Bureau  of  Standards: 

“Expenses”,  $954,900; 
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“Plant  and  equipment”,  $31,950,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended; 

Weather  Bureau:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $2,514,600; 

to  transfer  not  to  exceed  $900^)00  between 
appropriations  of  the  Department  of  Commerce  available  for 
Salaries  and  expenses  for  the  purpose  of  providing  for 
increased  pay  costs  m  the  focal  year  1-959.- 

General  provisions :  The  Secretary  of  Commerce  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  transfer  not  to  exceed  $833,075  from  the  appro¬ 
priation  “ Ship  construction  (liquidation  of  contract  author¬ 
ization)  maidtime  activities',  to  other  appropriations  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce  for  the  purpose  of  providing  for 
increased  pay  costs  in  the  fiscal  year  1959. 


Department  of  Defense — Civil  Functions 
Department  of  the  Army: 

Kivers  and  harbors  and  flood  control : 

“Operation  and  maintenance,  general”,  (89)$4t- 
021,200  $1,138,000,  to  remain  available  until  ex¬ 


pended  ; 

“General  expenses”,  (90)$911-,400  $1,096,- 
000(91),  of  which  $50,000  shall  he  derived  by 
transfer  from  the  appropriation  “United  States 
section,  Saint  Lawrence  Diver  Joint  Board  of 
Engineers; 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


41 


United  States  Soldiers’  Home:  “Limitation  on 
operation  and  maintenance  and  capital  outlay”  (increase 
of  (92)$2-l£,10Q  $239,000  in  the  amount  to  be  paid 
from  the  Soldiers’  Home  permanent  fund)  ; 

Administration,  Kyukyu  Islands:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  (93)$28-,-800  $ 32,000 ; 

The  Panama  Canal: 

Canal  Zone  Government:  “Operating  ex¬ 
penses”,  (94)$4-,013-,760  $1,126 ,400 ; 

Panama  Canal  Company:  “Panama  Canal 
Company  fund”  (increase  of  (95)$3117760  $346,- 
400  in  the  limitation  on  general  and  administrative 
expenses)  ; 

Department  of  Defense— Military  Functions 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $945,000 ; 

Office  of  Public  Affairs:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$31,500; 

Interservice  activities:  “Court  of  Military  Appeals”, 
$25,200; 

Department  of  the  Army : 

“Kesearch  and  development”,  (96)$871007000 
$9,100,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended; 

Alaska  Communication  System:  “Operation  and 
maintenance”,  (97)$-l-58,400  $ 176.000 : 
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Department  of  the  Navy: 

“Navy  personnel,  general  expenses”, 
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000  $ 2,630,000 ; 

“Research  and  development”, 

$ 9,994,000 ,  to  remain  available  until  expended; 
Department  of  the  Air  Force : 

“Research  and  development”,  $8,829,000,  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  expended; 

“Operation  and  maintenance”, 

$69,000,000; 


“Air  National  Guard”,  $1,945,800; 

District  of  Columbia 
(Out  of  District  of  Columbia  funds) 

Operating  expenses: 

“Executive  office”,  $27,225; 

“Office  of  Corporation  Counsel”,  $39,390,  of  which 
$2,000  shall  be  payable  from  the  highway  fimd; 
“Regulatory  agencies”,  $72,609; 

“Recreation  Department”,  (101)$129-,900  $173,- 

200; 

“Department  of  Veterans  Affairs”,  $6,750; 

“Office  of  Civil  Defense”,  $4,650; 

“Department  of  Vocational  Rehabilitation”,  $11  - 


24 


400; 
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“Courts”,  $245,250; 

“Department  of  Public  Health”,  (102)$1,409,775 

$1,937,000; 

“Department  of  Buildings  and  Grounds”,  $105,075, 
of  which  $700  shall  be  payable  from  the  highway  fund; 

“Office  of  Surveyor”,  $8,250; 

“Department  of  Licenses  and  Inspections”,  $120,- 
525; 

“Department  of  Highways”,  (103)$259,50fd  which 
shah  be  payable  from  the  highway  fund  $279,500  of 
which  $259,500  shall  he  payable  from  the  highway  fund; 

“Department  of  Vehicles  and  Traffic”,  (104)$62,-- 
400  $76,400  (payable  from  the  highway  fund)  ; 

“Department  of  Sanitary  Engineering”,  $1,213,000, 
of  which  $190,000  shall  be  payable  from  the  water  fund 
and  $281,000  shall  be  payable  from  the  sanitary  sewage 
works  fund; 

“Washington  Aqueduct”,  $96,000  (payable  from 
the  water  fund)  ; 

“National  Guard”,  $8,250; 

“National  Capital  parks”,  (105)$lS5j925  $247,- 

900; 

“National  Zoological  Park”,  (106)150,775  $60, - 


775. 
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DIVISION  OF  EXPENSES 

The  sums  appropriated  in  this  title  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  shall,  unless  otherwise  specifically  provided,  be 
paid  out  of  the  general  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as 
defined  in  the  District  of  Columbia  Appropriation  Act,  1956. 

Executive  Office  of  the  President 
The  White  House  Office :  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$170,030,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
for  “Special  projects”; 

“Executive  Mansion  and  grounds”,  $34,000; 

Bureau  of  the  Budget:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$345,600; 

Council  of  Economic  Advisers:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$18,000; 

National  Security  Council:  “Salaries  an  expenses”, 
$59,400; 

Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
Ereedmen’s  Hospital:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
(107>$-116,000  $ 136,500 . 

Office  of  Vocational  Rehabilitation:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $115,000; 

Public  Health  Service: 

“Control  of  tuberculosis”,  $115,000,  to  be  derived 
by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Promotion  and 
further  development  of  vocational  education”; 
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“Communicable  disease  activities”,  $290,000; 

“Sanitary  engineering  activities”,  $441,000,  to  be 
derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Pro¬ 
motion  and  further  development  of  vocational  educa¬ 
tion”; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  hospital  construction  serv¬ 
ices”,  $35,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the 
appropriation  for  “Promotion  and  further  development 
of  vocational  education”; 

“Hospitals  and  medical  care”,  $2,170,000; 

“Eoreign  quarantine  activities”,  $240,000; 

“Indian  health  activities”,  $1,854,000; 

“Operations,  National  Library  of  Medicine,  $111,- 
000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
for  “Promotion  and  further  development  of  vocational 
education” ; 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $406,000,  to  be  derived 
by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Promotion  and 
further  development  of  vocational  education”; 

“Grants  and  special  studies,  Territory  of  Alaska”, 
$23,500,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  “Promotion  and  further  development  of  voca¬ 
tional  education”; 

Saint  Elizabeths  Hospital:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

$221,000; 
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Social  Security  Administration: 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Public  Assist¬ 
ance”,  $186,500; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  Children’s  Bureau”, 
$172,000; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  the  Commissioner”, 
$28,000,  together  with  an  additional  amount  of  not  to 
exceed  $22,500  to  be  transferred  from  the  Federal  old- 
age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund ; 

Office  of  the  Secretary : 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $162,000,  together  with 
an  additional  amount  of  not  to  exceed  $24,000  to  be 
transferred  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors 
insurance  trust  fund; 

“Surplus  property  utilization”,  $55,000; 
Independent  Offices 

American  Battle  Monuments  Commission:  “Salaries 
and  expenses”,  $18,000; 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 

Commission  on  Civil  Bights:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$27,000; 


Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington:  “Limitation  on 
administrative  expenses”  (increase  of  (109)$444,000 
$160,000  in  the  limitation  on  administrative  expenses)  ; 
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Federal  Aviation  Agency: 

“Expenses”,  (110)$l-5, 4-24, 200  $ 17,138,000 ; 
“Research  and  development”,  $297,000,  to  remain 
available  until  expended; 

“Operation  and  maintenance,  Washington  National 
Airport”,  $90,000; 

“Operation  and  maintenance  of  public  airports,  Ter¬ 
ritory  of  Alaska”,  $25,650; 

Federal  Communications  Commission:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 


penses”;  (lllJf^OOy^OO  $ 778,000 ; 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board: 

“Limitation  on  administrative  and  examination  ex¬ 
penses,  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board”  (increase  of 
$99,000  in  the  limitation  on  administrative  expenses 
and  increase  of  $400,500  in  the  limitation  on  nonadmin- 
istrative  expenses  for  the  examination  of  Federal  and 
State  chartered  institutions)  ; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corporation”  (increase  of 
$30,600  in  the  limitation  on  administrative  expenses)  ; 
Federal  Mediation  and  Conciliation  Service:  “Salaries 
and  expenses”,  $228,600; 

Federal  Power  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 


$427,500; 
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Federal  Trade  Commission :  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 


$540,000. 

Foreign  Claims  Settlement  Commission:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  (113)1407^00  $55j0m,  of  which  (114)$0t480 
$7,200  shall  be  derived  only  from  the  war  claims  fund; 

General  Accounting  Office:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$2,020,500; 

General  Services  Administration: 

“Operating  expenses,  Public  Buildings  Service”, 
(11  5)$3t480tOOO  $4,079,960. 

“Operating  expenses,  Federal  Supply  Service”, 
$255,690,  and  increase  the  amount  which  may  be  de¬ 
posited  to  the  credit  of  this  appropriation  from  funds 
received  under  section  204  (a)  of  the  Federal  Property 
and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949,  as  amended, 
by  $134,010; 

“Operating  expenses,  National  Archives  and  Rec¬ 
ords  Service”,  (116)$r>75r10Q  $639,000; 


“Operating  expenses,  Transportation  and  Public 
Utilities  Service”,  $145,800; 

Abaca  fiber  program:  “Limitation  on  administra¬ 
tive  expenses”  (increase  of  $4,950  in  the  limitation  for 
administrative  expenses)  ; 

Federal  Facilities  Corporation:  “Limitation  on 
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administrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $1,620  in  the 
limitation  for  administrative  expenses)  ; 

Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  liquidation 
fund:  “Limitation  on  administrative  expenses”  (increase 
of  $3,960  in  the  limitation  for  administrative  expenses)  ; 
Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency : 

Office  of  the  Administrator: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  (1 17)$648AM40 
$720,000 ; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Office 
of  the  Administrator,  college  housing  loans”  (in¬ 
crease  of  $43,200  in  the  amount  available  for  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses)  ; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Office 
of  the  Administrator,  public  facility  loans”  (increase 
of  (1 18)$32,400  $86,000  in  the  amount  available 
for  administrative  expenses)  ; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Office 
of  the  Administrator,  revolving  fund  (liquidating 
programs)  ”  (increase  of  (119)$47-/7Q0  $53,000  in 
the  amount  available  for  administrative  expenses)  ; 
Federal  National  Mortgage  Association:  “Limita¬ 
tion  on  administrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $135,000 
in  the  limitation  on  administrative  expenses)  ; 
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Federal  Housing  Administration:  “Limitation  on 
administrative  and  nonadministrative  expenses”  (in¬ 
crease  of  (120)$543t900  $570,000  in  the  limitation  on 
administrative  expenses  and  (121)$2,7-31-,50Q  $3,035,- 
000  in  the  limitation  on  nonadministrative  expenses)  ; 
Public  Housing  Administration: 

“Administrative  expenses”,  $774,000; 
“Limitation  on  administrative  and  nonadminis¬ 
trative  expenses”  (increase  of  $774,000  in  the 
limitation  on  administrative  expenses)  ; 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  (122>$4Tm7000  $1,524,000; 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration:  “Sal¬ 
aries  and  expenses”,  (12 3)$37048t009  $3,354,000 ; 

National  Capital  Planning  Commission:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $18,000; 

National  Labor  Relations  Board:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $156,600; 

National  Mediation  Board: 

•  fj 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $22,050; 

National  Railroad  Adjustment  Board:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $24,750; 

Renegotiation  Board:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $175,* 
500; 

Saint  Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Corporation: 
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“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses”  (increase  of 
(124)$43t^00  $15,000  in  the  limitation  on  administrative 
expenses)  ; 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  (125)157-3,000  $ 637,000 ; 

Selective  Service  System:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
(126)11,948,500  $ 2,165,000 ; 

Small  Business  Administration:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$225,000,  and  in  addition  there  may  be  transferred  to  this  ap¬ 
propriation  $830,000  from  the  revolving  fund  and  $64,800 
from  the  fund  for  liquidation  of  Reconstruction  Einance 
Corporation  loans ; 

Smithsonian  Institution : 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $180,000; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  National  Gallery  of  Art”. 

$116,100; 

Tariff  Commission :  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  (127)$44rl-7- 
300  $ 157,000 ; 

Tax  Court  of  the  United  States:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $40,500; 

United  States  Information  Agency:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  (128)$3705T7300  $3,290,225; 

Veterans  Administration: 

“Medical  administration  and  miscellaneous  operat¬ 
ing  expenses”,  $726,300; 
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“Maintenance  and  operation  of  supply  depots”, 
$146,700; 

Department  of  the  Interior 
Departmental  offices: 

Office  of  Saline  Water:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$12,960; 

Office  of  Oil  and  Gas:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
( 1 29)$£M-00  $36,000 ; 

Office  of  the  Solicitor:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
( 1  30>$^8t6QO  $254,000 ; 

Office  of  Minerals  Mobilization:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $12,600; 

Commission  of  Fine  Arts:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
(131  )$27520  $ 2,800 ; 

Bonneville  Power  Administration:  “Operation  and 
maintenance”,  $376,200; 

Southwestern  Power  Administration:  “Operation  and 
maintenance”,  $56,250;  4.  r 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs: 

“Resources  management”,  (132)$8&2,500  $925,- 
000,  of  which  (133)$360,000  $400,000  shall  be  derived 
by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Education  and 
welfare  services” ; 
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“General  administrative  expenses”, 


$265,000 ; 


Bureau  of  Beclamation: 

“Operation  and  maintenance”,  $831,600,  of  which 
$718,383  shall  be  derived  from  the  reclamation  fund  and 
$63,900  shall  be  derived  from  the  Colorado  River  dam 
fund; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  (135)$324,5 10 
$360,600,  to  be  derived  from  the  reclamation  fund; 
Geological  survey:  “Surveys,  investigations,  and  re¬ 


search”, 


$3,235,000 ; 


Bureau  of  Mines: 

“Conservation  and  development  of  mineral  re¬ 
sources”,  (137)$1,190,400  $1,656,000,  of  which 
(13 8)$4t47 5 ,400  $1,306,000  shall  be  derived  by  trans¬ 
fer  from  the  appropriation  for  “salaries  and  expenses”, 
Office  of  Minerals  Exploration; 

“Health  and  safety”,  (139)$13S,300  $487,000; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  (14O)$94y80O 


$102,000; 

National  Park  Service: 

“Maintenance  and  rehabilitation  of  physical  facili¬ 
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$318,100] 
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“General  administrative  expenses”, 


$104,500) 


Fish  and  Wildlife  Service: 

Office  of  the  Commissioner  of  Fish  and  Wildlife: 
“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $24,300; 

Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries: 

“Management  and  investigations  of  resources”, 


“General  administrative  expenses”,  (144)$54j450 
$60,500)  Bureau  of  Commercial  Fisheries; 

“Management  and  investigations  of  resources”, 


$319,500; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $13,500; 

Office  of  Territories:  “Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific 
Islands”,  {145)$430T32-Q  $154,800. 

Virgin  Islands  Corporation:  “Limitation  on  adminis¬ 
trative  expenses”  (increase  of  $,10,800  in  the  limitation  for 
administrative  expenses)  ; 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
(146)$4857940  $200,940. 


The  Judiciaky 

Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States: 

“Salaries”,  $70,000; 

“Care  of  the  building  and  grounds”,  $7,200; 
“Automobile  for  the  Chief  Justice”,  $465; 
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Customs  Court:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $38,680; 

Court  of  Claims:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $28,900; 

Courts  of  appeals,  district  courts,  and  other  judicial 
services:  “Salaries  of  supporting  personnel”,  $1,939,300,  of 
which  $67,900  shall  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  “Salaries  of  judges”; 

Depaetment  of  Justice 

Legal  activities  and  general  administration: 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  general  administration”, 

$304,000; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  Antitrust  Division”,  $338,- 

000; 

Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $4,208,000; 

Federal  Prison  System:  Federal  Prison  Industries,  In¬ 
corporated:  “Limitation  on  administrative  and  vocational 
training  expenses”  (increase  of  $32,000  in  the  limitation 
on  administrative  expenses  and  $50,000  in  the  limitation 
on  vocational  training  expenses)  ; 

Office  of  Alien  Property:  “Limitation  on  salaries  and 
expenses”  (increase  of  $200,000  in  the  limitation  on  gen¬ 
eral  administrative  expenses)  ; 

Depaetment  of  Laboe 

Office  of  the  Secretary :  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 


$125,000 ; 
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Office  of  the  Solicitor:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 


$212,000 


Bureau  of  Veterans’  Reemployment  Bights:  “Salaries 


and  expenses”,  (149)$4-4,400  $46,000; 

Bureau  of  Apprenticeship  and  Training:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  (150)$3024#0  $325,000; 

Bureau  of  Employment  Security: 

“Compliance  activities,  Mexican  farm  labor  pro¬ 


gram”, 


$39,000 ; 


“Salaries  and  expenses,  Mexican  farm  labor  pro¬ 
gram”,  ( 1 52)8-}-l-74>Ot4  $130,000,  to  be  derived  by 
transfer  from  the  farm  labor  supply  revolving  fund; 
Bureau  of  Employees’  Compensation:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  (153)$£34,600  $257,000,  together  with  an  addi¬ 
tional  amount  of  not  to  exceed  $3,690  to  be  derived  from  the 
fund  created  by  section  44  of  the  Longshoremen’s  and  Har¬ 
bor  Workers’  Compensation  Act,  as  amended; 

Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 


( 1  54)$535t590  $595,000; 

Women’s  Bureau:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  (155)$30r- 
600  $44,000; 


Wage  and  Hour  Division:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
(156)1625^300  $917,000; 
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Legislative  Branch 

(157  ^Senate: 

(158)‘  ‘ Salaries ,  officers  and  employees  ’ ,  $ 1,488,605 ; 
(159 yiOffice  of  the  Legislative  Counsel  of  the  Senate” , 
$18,740; 

(160 ^Contingent  expenses  of  the  Senate: 

(161  y‘ Legislative  reorganization” ,  $10,650; 
(162)‘  ‘ Senate  policy  committees” ,  $24,010; 
(1G3)‘  ‘Joint  Economy:  Committee ”,  $13,590; 

(164) ‘  ‘ Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy”, 
$16,625; 

(165) '  ' Joint  Committee  on  Printing” ,  $7,605; 

(166) "  Vice  President's  automobile" ,  $560; 

(167) ‘  ‘Automobile  for  the  President  pro  tempore  ”, 
$560; 

utomobd.es  for  the  majority  and  minority 
leaders” ,  $1,120; 

(169) '  ' Reporting  Senate  proceedings” ,  $18,825; 

(170) " Inquiries  and  investigations” ,  $ 209,900 ; 

(1 7 iy ‘Folding  documents” ,  $2,900; 

House  of  Representatives : 

"Salaries,  officers  and  employees”,  $547,395; 
"Members’  clerk  hire”,  $1,425,000; 
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Contingent  expenses  of  the  House : 

“Furniture”,  $12,663; 

“Miscellaneous  items”,  $123,500; 

“Special  and  select  committees”,  $200,000; 
“Joint  Committee  on  Internal  Revenue  Taxa¬ 
tion”,  $24,000 ; 

“Office  of  the  Coordinator  of  Information”, 
$9,175; 

“Folding  documents”,  $20,000; 

“Revision  of  laws”,  $1,650; 

“Speaker’s  automobile”,  $625; 

“Majority  leader’s  automobile”,  $625; 
“Minority  leader’s  automobile”,  $525; 

Capitol  Police:  “Capitol  Police  Board”,  $16,340; 
“Education  of  Senate  and  House  pages”,  $8,415; 
(172)*  ‘ Joint  Committee  on  Reduction  of  Nonessen¬ 
tial  Federal  Expenditures” ,  $2,295,  to  remain 
available  during  the  existence  of  the  committee  and 
to  be  disbursed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate; 
Architect  of  the  Capitol: 

Office  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol:  “Salaries”, 
$16,150; 

Capitol  buildings  and  grounds : 

“Capitol  buildings”,  $39,900; 

“Capitol  grounds”,  $11,875; 
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“Legislative  garage”,  $2,280; 

“House  office  buildings”,  $52,250; 

Library  buildings  and  grounds:  “Structural  and 
mechanical  care”,  $15,200; 

Botanic  Garden:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $14,250; 
Library  of  Congress: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $548,300; 

Copyright  Office:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$123,200; 

Legislative  Reference  Service:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $125,300; 

Distribution  of  catalog  cards:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $101,100; 

Books  for  the  blind:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$12,900; 

Organizing  and  microfilming  the  papers  of  the  Presi¬ 
dents:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $6,800; 

Government  Printing  Office:  Office  of  Superintendent 
of  Documents:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $168,150; 

Post  Office  Department 
(Out  of  postal  fimd) 

“Administration,  regional  operation,  and  research”,  $4,- 
823,100; 

“Operations”,  $221,220,000; 

“Facilities”,  $600,300; 
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Department  of  State 

International  organizations  and  conferences:  “Missions 
to  international  organizations”,  $98,200; 

International  commissions : 

International  Boundary  and  Water  Commission, 
United  States  and  Mexico:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$49,000; 

“American  sections,  international  commissions”, 
$16,800; 

“International  fisheries  commissions”,  $18,800; 
“Passamaquoddy  tidal  power  survey,  $6,600,  to 
remain  available  until  expended; 

Educational  exchange:  “International  educational  ex¬ 
change  activities”,  $300,000; 

Treasury  Department 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
(173)$2-2-2, 7^0  $247,500; 

Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt:  “Administering  the  public 
debt”,  $1,332,900; 

Bureau  of  Narcotics:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $280,550; 
United  States  Secret  Service: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  (174)$271, 350  $301, 500) 
“Salaries  and  expenses,  guard  force”,  $22,500; 
Coast  Guard:  “Retired  pa}'”,  $700,000. 
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General  Provision 

Seo.  201.  Except  where  specifically  increased  or  de¬ 
creased  elsewhere  in  this  Act,  the  restrictions  contained 
within  appropriations,  or  provisions  affecting  appropriations 
or  other  funds,  available  during  the  fiscal  year  1959,  limiting 
the  amounts  which  may  be  expended  for  personal  services, 
or  for  purposes  involving  personal  services,  or  amounts  which 
may  be  transferred  between  appropriations  or  authorizations 
available  for  or  involving  such  services,  are  hereby  increased 
to  the  extent  necessary  to  meet  increased  pay  costs  author¬ 
ized  by  or  pursuant  to  law. 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  March  24,  1959. 

Attest:  RALPH  R.  ROBERTS, 

Clerk . 

Passed  the  Senate  with  amendments  April  30,  1959. 

Attest:  EELTON  M.  JOHNSTON, 

Secretary. 
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be  irt.  order  for  me  to  act  tonight  as  a  sort 
of  catalyst  for  your  thoughts,  and  first  take 
a  brief  rbok  at  the  current  business  situation 
and  thenSfnake  some  predictions  about  the 
future. 

I  am  goink  to  direct  my  attention  for  the 
next  few  moments  not  only  toward  the  op¬ 
portunities  thabkWill  be  available  to  all  of  us 
between  now  ana,  1970,  but  also  to  the  chal¬ 
lenges  that  you  and  I  will  have  to  deal  with 
if  these  opportunities  are  to  be  turned  into 
real  progress  for  thik  country.  Ladies  and 
gentlemen:  Let’s  not  delude  ourselves. 
These  opportunities  can  be  missed.  The 
choice  is  squarely  up  to  us.  Whether  or  not 
you  and  I  succeed  is  entire!yc  in  our  hands. 

First,  let’s  look  briefly  at  now  our  economy 
is  doing  today,  before  we  start  thinking  about 
tomorrow.  Just  a  year  ago,  you  will  recall, 
the  recession  hit  bottom,  and  here  we  are 
with  the  economy  producing  goods  and 
services  at  a  new  record  annual  ratkof  $165 
billion— think  of  it:  a  national  output  of 
nearly  half  a  trillion  dollars.  Once  j^gain, 
the  amazing  resiliency  of  our  free  enterprise 
system  has  confounded  the  pessimists  who 
felt  that  we  were  in  for  a  long,  hard  pul 
and  it  has  disappointed  the  Communists  who' 
hoped  that  we  would  go  into  a  state  of 
collapse  and  demoralize  the  free  world. 

It  is  extremely  important  to  bear  in  mind 
that  this  has  been  a  steady,  relatively  solid 
recovery  in  most  areas  of  our  economy,  and 
this  has  been  achieved  without  any  increases 
in  consumer  prices.  There  are  soft  spots,  of 
course,  particularly  in  the  unemployment 
situation.  At  the  same  time,  however,  em¬ 
ployment  is  at  a  high  level,  and  unemploy¬ 
ment  should  continue  to  show  a  marked 
improvement  in  the  coming  months,  par¬ 
ticularly  as  the  automobile  and  capital  goods 
industries  get  back  into  full  swing.  I  don’t 
think  my  namesake  need  worry  about  having 
to  eat  his  hat  on  the  steps  of  the  Labor 
Department  Building. 

In  other  words,  ladies  and  gentlemen,  the 
American  economy  is  once  again  pointed 
toward  a  decade  of  unprecedented  growth 
and  development  on  every  front.  We  are  ap¬ 
proaching  the  soaring  sixties,  if  you  will  par¬ 
don  my  enthusiasm,  and  the  eyes  of  every 
American  businessman  should  be  fixed  on 
the  future  more  firmly  and  more  piercingly 
than  ever  before.  I  don’t  know  of  any  bet¬ 
ter  way  to  express  my  confidence  in  the  fu¬ 
ture  than  to  tell  you  that  General  Telephone 
&  Electronics  4s  planning  to  double  its  ca¬ 
pacity  over  the  next  7  or  8  years — and  that 
will  mean  substantially  more  than  a  billion 
dollars  of  new  facilities  and  equipment. 

There  are  enormous  opportunities  ahead 
for  all  of  us  businessmen  in  doing  our  basic, 
job  of  satisfying  human  needs — and  I  meaj 
satisfying  them  more  fully,  more  effective 
and  more  broadly  than  any  of  us  wyhld 
have  dreamed  possible  just  a  few  yea  nr ago. 
During  the  next  few  moments,  as  I  joroject 
into  the '1960’s  some  of  the  trends  wnich  al¬ 
ready  exist  and  which  have  clearlyindicated 
that  they  are  going  to  keep  righjr  on  climb¬ 
ing,  just  ask  yourselves  this  question:  “Will 
I  be  ready  for  it,  or  will  I  mufLahe  ball?” 

First,  let’s  look  at  our  potential  markets. 
Today,  there  are  180  million  of  us  here  in 
America,  and  that  represents  an  increase 
of  more  than  30  millioi^i  the  past  10  years, 
and  now  the  trends  ane  pointing  to  another 
30  million  in  the  nexjrdecade  with  our  popu¬ 
lation  easily  exceeding  200  million  before 
1970.  Families  ar^ getting  bigger,  people  are 
living  longer,  aura  more  women  are  getting 
married — and  mat  may  come  as  a  surprise  to 
this  city  of  Washington  where,  I  understand, 
there  is  a  Superabundance  of  unmarried 
young  ladies.  All  of  this  adds  up  not  only 
to  more  people  but  to  more  households,  and 
the  neS  10  years  will  see  the  number  of 
households  rise  from  51  million  today  to 
moMnihan  60  million  in  1970. 

from  the  standpoint  of  sheer  numbers  of 
rers,  there  will  be  a  staggering  growth 


in  your  markets  in  the  years  ahead.  And 
then  when  you  consider  such  additional 
major  factors  as  a  steadily  rising  standard  of 
living,  increased  leisure  time,  broader  inter¬ 
est  in  travel,  recreation,  and  hobbies,  you 
begin  to  see  what  this  will  mean  to  the  man¬ 
ufacturing  industries,  to  housing,  to  agricul¬ 
ture,  to  transportation,  to  distribution,  to 
communications,  to  entertainment,  and  every 
other  segment  of  our  economy.  These  enor¬ 
mously  increased  demands  will  require  a 
greatly  increased  flow  of  new  and  better 
goods  and  services,  new  ideas  and  new  ways 
of  doing  things,  new  methods  of  making 
our  products,  and  new  ways  of  getting  them 
to  the  consumer. 

If  you  would  like  to  reduce  all  of  this  to 
numbers,  our  national  total  of  goods  and 
services  should  at  least  continue  to  increase 
at  the  present  average  rate  of  4  percent  per 
year,  and  should  rise  gradually  to  iy2  per¬ 
cent  or  even  higher.  That  will  mean  a  gross 
national  product  of  more  than  $725  billion 
and  probably  $750  billion  by  the  end  of  the 
Soaring  Sixties,  and  would  represent  about 
$3,500  for  each  man,  woman,  and  child  in 
the  country,  against  $2,600  today. 

However,  if  you  stop  right  there,  and  think 
inly  in  terms  of  dollars  and  cents,  you  will 
i  ignoring  one  of  the  most  dramatic  aspects 
of\our  way  of  life.  I  am  referring  to  th§ 
expanding  frontiers  of  technology — rangir 
all  the  way  from  the  unearthing  of.  atw 
fundamental  information  about  the  laws 
of  natupg,  to  the  application  of  that Infor¬ 
mation  to  new  products  and  new  services  to 
meet  human  needs. 

The  great  expansion  of  research  and  de¬ 
velopment  in  recent  years  is  demonstrated 
by  the  fact  that  the  entire  couafxry’s  research 
and  development  expenditures  have  in¬ 
creased  during  th^,  past  lOr years  from  less 
than  $3  billion  to  more  then  $10  billion  last 
year — and  that  enormpu!  effort  reaches  not 
only  into  the  traditional  fields  but  into  some 
that  are  so  new  thatywe^tkm’t  know  how  to 
describe  them. 

The  time  lag  between  laboratory  and  the 
market  place  is /becoming  narrower  all  the 
time,  and  today  it  ranges  an^Afhere  from  7 
to  12  years,  depending  on  thelndustry.  I 
would  guess'  that  the  average  iss.  about  10 
years,  but/the  point  is  this:  If  you.  were  to 
interview!  a  crosssection  of  leadings  com¬ 
panies  today,  they  would  tell  you  thaKfrom 
50  to  >75  percent  of  their  sales  are  dekved 
fromy  products  which  did  not  exist  or  Tpre 
basically  different  from  the  products  of 
y^ars  ago. 

As  we  move  into  the  1960’s,  the  spending 
rfor  research  and  development  will  climb  to 
$20  billion  annually  because  our  technology 
is  becoming  more  and  more  complex  with 
each  passing  day.  Industry  knows  that  re¬ 
search  is  its  life-blood,  and  we  must  keep 
narrowing  that  gap  between  laboratory  and 
market.  “No  research,  no  future”  is  our 
motto  today,  because  we  know  from  past 
experience  that  research  has  paid  off  at  the 
rate  of  from  100  percent  to  200  percent  a 
year,  and  over  a  25-year  period  that  means 
$100  spent  on  research  will  bring  back  any¬ 
where  from  $2,500  to  $5,000,  realizing  that 
there  will  be  variations  from  industry  to 
industry  and  for  different  companies  within 
an  industry.  Progressive  management  cer¬ 
tainly  doesn’t  need  any  more  proof  than 
that. 

Here  are  some  of  the  developments  you 
can  expect  to  see  over  the  next  few  years: 
a  single  communication#  system  in  your 
home,  combining  telephone,  television,  and 
radio;  your  television  screen  will  be  a  flat 
panel  hanging  on  the  wall;  there  will  be 
radar  steering  on  your  automobile;  machines 
will  type  spoken  words  directly  on  paper, 
and  other  machines  will  translate  foreign 
languages  as  fast  as  they  are  spoken.  There 
will  be  scores  of  new  synthetic  materials, 


and  gas -turbine-powered  automobiles,  ar 
the  production  of  electricity  direct  fra 
atomic  energy.  These  are  only  a  few  Wgh- 
spots  because  the  new  products  of  the  <196 0’s 
will  extend  across  the  entire  spect^mm  of 
science.  1 

Paralleling  these  achievement!  in  the 
laboratories  will  be  extremely/ significant 
technical  progress  in  the  manufacturing 
plants — and  I  am  speaking/about  greatly 
increased  mechanization  and  automation. 
Industry  has  no  choice  in/the  matter  if  our 
national  output  is  to  keep  pace  with  the 
demands  of  our  growing  population.  Al¬ 
though  the  working  /orce  will  approach  89 
million  in  the  next/10  years,  there  won’t  be 
enough  people  ivc  that  working  force  to 
produce  $750  bi/ion  of  goods  and  services 
by  1970  unless/we  speed  up  our  automation 
program.  An/enormous  variety  of  new  types 
of  manul/cturing  equipment  will  be 
needed — not  to  throw  people  out  of  work, 
but  to  help  them  do  their  jobs,  by  extend¬ 
ing  thyhreadth  of  their  minds  and  the  skill 
and  power  of  their  hands. 

T/ere  have  been  some  rather  emotional 
arracks  on  automation  in  some  quarters, 
id  some  people  try  to  portray  the  machine 
^as  a  Frankenstein.  But  you  and  -I  know 
the  truth  of  the  matter  is,  as  it  always  has 
been,  that  broader  mechanization  elimi¬ 
nates  obsolete  jobs  and  eliminates  drugery, 
and  creates  many  more  neto  jobs  and  better 
jobs  than  the  ones  it  obsoletes.  Certainly 
there  are  some  short-term  dislocations.  I 
don’t  like  to  see  the  many  more  than  any¬ 
one  else  does,  and  a  major  responsibility  of 
management  is  to  minimize  those  disloca¬ 
tions  as  much  as  humanly  possible.  But 
the  fact  remains  that  mechanization  or 
automation,  or  whatever  you  want  to  call 
it,  is  part  of  that  phenomenon  known  as 
progress,  and  it  symbolizes  man’s  eternal 
struggle  and  determination  to  improve  his 
entire  way  of  life. 

Every  so  often,  when  someone  sounds  off 
about  big  business,  I  feel  like  calling  him  on 
the  phone  and  asking  him  this  question: 
If  it  weren’t  for  big  business,  where  would 
all  the  impetus  for  billions  of  dollars  for 
research  and  new  products,  and  new  manu¬ 
facturing  processes  come  from?  I  have  no 
quarrel  with  anyone  who  is  seeking  to  cor¬ 
rect  the  abuse  of  bigness — whether  that 
abuse  comes  from  big  business,  or  big  labor 
unions,  or  big  government.  But  all  I  can 
say  is  thank  heaven  industry  was  big  enough 
to  tackle  those  challenges  in  the  past,  and 
vlet’s  hope  we’re  big  enough  for  the  chal- 
jnges  ahead  of  us. 

This  opportunity  to  do  a  little  missionary 
woiSt  for  big  business  is  especially  welcome 
to  mfc,  but  I’m  not  going  to  apologize  for 
our  siW  You  don’t  grow  big  and  stay  big 
unless  jcu  produce  something  the  public 
wants,  wte  in  industry  should  be  proud  of 
it,  becauseNthere  are  all  too  many  countries 
where  big  ^siness  is  nonexistent,  not  be¬ 
cause  they  don’t  believe  in  it,  but  because 
they  haven’t  bam  able  to  produce  it. 

Big  business  means  big  opportunities  and 
big  progresss — anoVt  means  enormous  bene¬ 
fits  to  the  shareowners  who  have  invested 
their  savings  in  our  aaterprise,  and  the  em¬ 
ployees,  the  plant  communities,  the  cus¬ 
tomers,  and  the  country  as  a  whole.  But 
we’re  not  so  big  that  weNhave  lost  sight  of 
the  fact  that  we  are  completely  dependent 
upon  millions  of  small  businesses,  and  that 
we  wouldn’t  get  very  far  witlfaut  them,  any 
more  than  they  would  get  veryyfar  without 
us.  The  person  who  tries  to  create  an  image 
of  big  business  against  small  business  is 
talking  through  his  hat.  We’re  inseparable, 
both  ways,  and  down  deep  he  knows 

He  should  remember  that  95  perceM  of 
this  country’s  business  enterprises  empk>y 
fewer  than  20  people.  And  he  should  rea 
David  and  Goliath  again,  or  attend  one  ol 
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our  company's  staff  meetings  where  the  boys 
describe  ho\tf  some  smaller  company  is  giv¬ 
ing  them  a  run  for  their  money.  Those 
small  business^  may  be  small  in  sales  or 
payroll,  but  in  tome  lines  of  activity  they 
can  do’  a  better  j&b  than  any  big  company 
ever  hoped  of  doing,  - — 

For  the  past  few  minutes,  we  have  been 
looking  at  the  opportunities  ahead  of  us — - 
and  I  want  to  stress  that  word  “opportuni¬ 
ties"  again,  because  therk  is  nothing  that  I 
know  of  that  will  deliver\t.hem  on  a  silver 
platter  or  guarantee  their 'happening.  We 
will  have  to  go  out  and  work  for  them. 
This  means  we  will  have  to  Xace  up  to  a 
number  of  extremely  serious  challenges  dur¬ 
ing  the  next  few  years. 

No.  1  on  the  list,  of  course,  is 'inflation, 
and  I  want  to  say  right  here  and  ntov  that 
I  don’t  know  of  anyone  who  is  more  acutely 
aware  of  the  dangers  of  inflation,  andVwho 
is  doing  a  better  job  of  pointing  out  these 
dangers  to  the  public  than  the  President  \f 
the  United  States.  Several  weeks  ago  A 
Eisenhower  challenged  you,  and  me,  and 
every  other  businessman  in  the  country  to  do 
something  about  it.  And  I  want  to  repeat 
his  urging  to  all  of  us  to  help  assure  a  bal¬ 
anced  Federal  budget,  and  to  let  our  Con¬ 
gressmen  know  how  we  feel  about  it.  Let 
me  repeat  his  words:  “The  need  for  a  bal¬ 
anced  budget  is  not  an  isolated  issue  but  is 
inseparable  from  our  national  strength  in 
all  of  its  aspects.  To  indulge  in  the ‘short¬ 
sighted  luxury  of  continued  deficit  financ¬ 
ing  in  the  face  of  both  growing  prosperity 
and  incipient  inflation  wold  be  a  denial  of 
public  responsibility.” 

And  you,  Mr.  Vice  President  and  your  Cab¬ 
inet  Committee  deserve  the  strongest  praise 
for  your  anti-inflation  program,  especially 
in  the  area  of  price  stability. 

One  aspect  of  this  inflation  problem  is  the 
feeling  in  some  quarters  that  “a  little  in¬ 
flation  is  a  good  thing.”  Secretary  Ander¬ 
son  effectively  buried  that  argument  when  he 
pointed  out  the  other  day  that  you  are  only 
courting  disaster  when  we  let  the  demands 
upon  our  resources  run  ahead  of  our  pro¬ 
ductivity.  Let  me  repeat  his  basic  theme :  If 
we  cannot  live  within  our  means  today,  when 
economic  conditions  are  at  recordbreaking 
levels,  when  can  we  ever  expect  to  do  so? 

It  seems  to  me  that  we  must  bear  con¬ 
stantly  in  mind  that  you  cannot  create  pros¬ 
perity  out  of  thin  air — you  cannot  take  more 
out  of  our  economy  than  you  put  in  it. 
Some  people  are  always  tempted  to  try,  how¬ 
ever,  and  if  they  keep  trying  hard  enough, 
this  country  certainly  will  end  up  with  a 
recession  that  will  curl  your  hair.  If  labor 
takes  all  of  the  productivity  increases  in  the' 
form  of  wage  increases,  there  will  be  nothing 
left  to  plow  back  into  the  business.  If /In¬ 
dustry  simply  passes  along  its  increased  xiosts 
by  raising  prices,  inflation  will  go  up  still 
higher.  If  Government  keeps  on  financing 
deficits,  there  won’t  be  anything-'  left  for 
anybody.  The  danger  is  particularly  strong 
in  our  international  trader  because  inflation 
will  price  us  right  out  of  th<f market,  and 
will  create  a  host  of  unhappy  situations, 
both  here  and  abroad. 

There  isn’t  any  bucket  of  gold  for  labor,  or 
management,  or  Government,  or  anybody 
else.  But  if  enough  pepple  think  there  is,  we 
will  end  up  the  victims  of  a  type  of  creeping 
socialism  that  will  /turn  this  country  from 
the  dynamic  economy  that  it  is  today  into 
a  mass  of  mediocrity  from  top  to  bottom. 
Gone  will  be  the  challenges,  the  incentives, 
the  competition,  and  the  thrill  of  accomp¬ 
lishment. 


Certainly;  I  am  not  unmindful  of  the  fact 
that  urgently  needed  advances  in  social  leg¬ 
islation/nave  been  made  in  the  past  25  years. 
At  thexsame  time,  however,  there  are  always 
thos^f  who  would  like  to  carry  this  further 
and?  further,  until  we  would  become  an 
economy  in  which  Big  Brother  leads  you  and 
me  around  by  the  hand.  That  kind  of  think¬ 


ing  isn’t  what  developed  this  country  in  the 
first  place,  and  it  isn’t  the  kind  of  thinking 
that  will  get  us  anywhere  in  the  future. 

Britain  seems  to  have  learned  what  creep¬ 
ing  socialism  can  do  to  you.  The  tax  cuts 
they  announced  the  other  day  mean  one 
thing:  They  have  learned  that  a  national 
budget  must  be  the  best  budget  for  every¬ 
body.  It  must  be  a  budget  which  increases 
the  demand  for  goods  by  increasing  the  pub¬ 
lic’s  real  purchasing  power.  This  is  the  kind 
of  “pump-priming”  that  really  means  some¬ 
thing,  and  I  think  we  should  be  tremendous¬ 
ly  encouraged  by  what  we  see  going  on  over 
there. 

As  I  read  the  newspapers  these  days,  the 
whole  spirit  is  that  somebody  is  against 
somebody — that  management  is  against  la¬ 
bor,  and  labor  is  against  management;  that 
big  business  is  against  little  business,  and 
little  business  is  against  big  business;  and 
the  Government  is  against  everybody,  and 
everybody  is  against  the  Government.  There 
is  an  enormous  danger  in  that  philosophy. 
v  Why  can’t  all  of  us  be  for  something — why 
can’t  we  take  the  positive  approach,  and 
t\ink  in  terms  of  everybody  for  everybody, 
and  everybody  for  the  entire  country.  Cer¬ 
tainty,  I  realize  that  every  group  in  our 
society  has  its  own  story  to  tell,  and  they 
are  always  going  to  try  to  put  their  best  fooj  ' 
forward^.  But  we’re  all  in  this  togethi 
Let’s  takd\  that  emphasis  away  from  whp  is 
against  wflom.  The  differences  are  really 
pretty  trivial. when  you  compare  thenrf  with 
the  enormousNStakes  we  all  have  in' attain¬ 
ing  our  common  goals.  Let’s  be  ^statesmen 
in  our  respective,  fields,  and  taka' a  broader 
and  more  constructive  point  of  View,  and  do 
what  is  best  not  on^y  for  us  .but  for  every¬ 
body. 

This,  ladies  and  gefltlem/n,  is  what  I  am 
talking  about:  Every  businessman  in  this 
country  has  to  make  up\his  mind  that  he 
cannot  operate  his  business, in  a  vacuum.  He 
has  to  roll  up  his  slqAves  and  do  something 
about  assuring  that'  the  businessman  isn’t 
required  to  approach  the  opportunities  of 
the  next  decade  -with  one  hand 'tied  behind 
his  back.  You/and  I  must  workNvigorously 
for  a  better  business  climate.  This  doesn’t 
mean  simply'  a  better  climate  for  business¬ 
men;  it  means  a  better  climate  for  every  seg¬ 
ment  of  tfiis  economy — no  special  privileges, 
no  undue  influence — just  a  climate  that 
works  ..for  everyone,  in  the  best  interests  qf 
everyone. 

ther  groups  are  campaigning,  effectively, 
tiyfelessly,  and  sometimes  viciously  for  what 
ley  want.  When  are  businessmen  going  to 
''realize  that  they  not  only  have  the  same  op¬ 
portunity  and  the  same  responsibility,  but 
an  even  greater  opportunity  and  an  even 
greater  responsibility  to  stand  up  and  be 
counted — and  to  campaign  for  what  you 
know  is  good  and  right  for  the  entire  coun¬ 
try. 

Does  any  other  group  know  more  about 
what  is  right  for  this  country?  Does  any 
other  group  have  a  greater  interest,  a  greater 
awareness  of  what  is  needed  for  the  1960’s? 
Of  course  they  don’t,  but  the  answer  is  that 
some  of  them  are  doing  something  about 
it — and  you  and  I  are  not  doing  nearly 
enough. 

For  many  years,  all  of  us  have  understand¬ 
ably  been  preoccupied  with  the  day-by-day 
demands  of  running  a  business.  We  felt 
we  were  doing  enough,  and  congratulated 
ourselves  warmly — when  we  were  able  to  get 
the  goods  out  and  sell  them  at  a  reasonable 
profit.  If  we  were  able  to  do  some  long¬ 
term  planning  in  the  bargain,  that  was  a 
bonus — but  most  of  the  time  we  dealt  with 
the  problems  that  were  staring  us  in  the 
face,  with  little  time  given  to  thinking  about 
problems  that  might  arise  in  the  future. 

Then  we  began  to  learn  the  facts  of  life, 
and  we  saw  that  we  had  to  look  farther 
ahead  and  develop  a  long-range  course  for 
our  ship,  instead  of  being  confronted  with 


one  series  of  uncharted  reefs  after  anotb 
Today,  the  challenge  to  every  businessman 
is  to  think  more  and  to  plan  more  about 
the  long-term — not  only  about  such  matters 
as  scientific  research,  new  produce  develop¬ 
ment,  bigger  and  better  facilitiesj/and  new 
ways  of  getting  the  goods  to  market,  but 
about  the  entire  backdrop  for  our  busi¬ 
ness — the  over-all  climate  in  ymich  business 
operates. 

Let  me  emphasize  the  bade  principle  upon 
which  this  entire  bettei/  business  climate 
activity  is  based.  It  is  based  upon  the 
fundamental  fact  th/f/t  when  there  is  a 
healthy  business  climate  in  your  community, 
every  man,  woman/and  child  in  that  com¬ 
munity  benefits  pom  it.  That  is  far  more 
than  a  case  of  helping  business;  it  is  a  case 
of  helping  the/entire  community — the  peo¬ 
ple  who  own/businesses,  those  who  work  in 
them,  those'' who  buy  their  products,  those 
who  sell  tq  them. 

Some  of  you  here  tonight  are  already  en¬ 
gaged  yh.  better  business  climate  programs, 
but  fcfr  those  of  you  who  have  yet  to  get 
started,  let  me  reassure  you  for  a  moment. 
In/Xhis  complex  economy  of  ours,  the  idea 
of  doing  something  about  the  conditions  in 
vhich  you  and  I  do  business  might  seem 
impossibly  complicated.  Where  do  you 
start?  What  do  you  do?  Well,  you  will 
find  to  your  surprise  that  instead  of  some 
vast  complicated  situation  beyond  your  con¬ 
trol,  the  business  climate  in  your  commun¬ 
ity  can  be  broken  down  into  identifiable, 
tangible  situations  that  you  can  do  some¬ 
thing  about.  Just  bear  this  in  mind:  What 
goes  on  here  in  Washington,  and  what  goes 
on  in  your  State  capitals,  reflects  the  active 
and  expressed  points  of  view  in  all  of  the 
hometowns  across  the  Nation. 


If  you  need  one  clinching  argument  to 
convince  you  of  the  job  that  needs  to  be 
done,  let  me  remind  you  that  government 
at  all  levels — Federal,  State,  and  local — is 
spending  an  amount  equal  to  about  one- 
third  of  this  Nation’s  income.  How  can  you 
help  but  be  involved;  you  have  no  choice, 
because  you  already  are.  Your  only  choice 
is  whether  you  are  going  to  sit  back  and 
watch,  or  stand  up  and  do  something.  To 
the  businessman  who  says  he  hasn’t  time 
to  be  actively  interested  in  what  the  Fed¬ 
eral,  State,  and  local  governments  are  doing, 
I  would  like  to  point  out  that  government 
certainly  has  shown  it  has  the  time  to  be 
actively  interested  in  you. 

Let  me  say  this  in  conclusion,  ladies  and 
entlemen.  When  you  say  to  yourself:  “I’m 


gtuwciiicii.  vy  iicii  j w u  o ay  iaj  ^uuiocu.  x  m  « 

going  to  be  ready  for  the  ‘soaring  sixties,’  j 

ancKl’m  going  to  get  out  from  under  my 


going  to  get  out  from  under  my 
bushel  basket  and  not  only  stand  up  and 
be  counted  but  go  out  and  do  some  count¬ 
ing  on  rt^v  own”- — when  you  say  all  that  and 
mean  it,\then  there  won’t  be  any  road¬ 
blocks  to  worry  about.  There  isn’t  a  road¬ 
block  in  thevworld  that  we  American  busi¬ 
nessmen  can\  circumvent  by  imaginative, 
straight  thinking,  and  applying  our  ideas 
and  convictions\with  strength  and  deter¬ 
mination. 


If  we  work  with\pthers,  if  we  work  to¬ 
gether,  we  can  attainVvery  goal  we  can  ever 
dream  of,  but  if  we  wokk  against  each  other, 
we  will  muff  those  opportunities,  and  the 
“soaring  sixties"  will  soak  right  out  of  the 
window.  The  decision  is  entirely  up  to  you. 

Let' me  wish  you  and  the  Balks  back  home 
minding  the  store  the  very  b^st  of  success 
and  good  fortune  in  the  years  \head. 

Thank  you  very  much. 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPRO¬ 
PRIATIONS,  1959 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mc¬ 
Namara  in  the.  chair.)  Is  there  further 
morning  business?  If  not,  morning 
business  is  closed. 
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Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Chair 
lay  before  the  Senate  the  unfinished 
business. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  un¬ 
finished  business,  which  will  be  stated 
by  title  for  the  information  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.R. 
5916)  making  supplemental  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  ’30, 
1959,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
call  up  the  amendment,  which  is  at  the 
desk,  offered  by  the  senior  Senator  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  DouglasI  and  myself,  and 
ask  that  it  be  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated  for  the  infor¬ 
mation  of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clfrk.  It  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  insert  after  line  9,  page  10,  a 
section  entitled  “Military  Personnel, 
Marine  Corps”  and  thereafter  the  follow¬ 
ing  words : 

The  Department  of  Defense  Appropriation 
Act,  1959,  Public  Law  85-724,  approved 
August  22,  1958,  is  amended,  in  title  IV 
thereof,  by  striking  the  period  after  the 
word  “Fund”  in  the  section  entitled  “Mili¬ 
tary  Personnel,  Marine  Corps”,  inserting  a 
colon  and  adding  the  following  words : 

" Provided ,  That  Marine  Corps  personnel 
paid  from  this  appropriation  shall  be  main¬ 
tained  at  an  end  strength  of  not  less  than 
200,000  for  the  fiscal  year  1959. 

Mi*.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  committee,  I  am  willing  to 
accept  the  amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  before  the  Chair  puts  the  question 
and -the  Senate  acts  on  the  amendment, 

I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Tlie 
clerk  will  call  the  roll.  The  legislative 
clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
order  for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Mon¬ 
tana  [Mr.  Mansfield]  offered  for  himself 
and  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Douglas!.  i 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President, 
during  yesterday’s  consideration  of  H.R. 
5916,  the  Senate  inserted  the  amendment 
requiring  the  maintenance  of  the  Army 
at  a  strength  of  not  less  than  900,000. 

The  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
Louisiana  [Mr.  Long]  in  proposing  this 
amendment,  pointed  out  that  such  an 
amendment  was  entirely  consistent  with 
the  intent  of  Congress  in  passing  the  de¬ 
fense  appropriation  bill  for  fiscal  1959. 
The  able  junior  Senator  from  Louisiana 
included  in  his  statement  of  yesterday, 
in  support  of  his  amendment,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  excerpt  from  the  report  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  with  respect 
to  the  strength  of  the  Army: 

It  is  the  belief  of  the  committee  of  con¬ 
ference  that  the  national  defense  requires 
the  maintenance  of  a  Regular  Army  of  not 
less  than  900,000  and  it  is  the  intent  that 
the  planned  strength  for  fiscal  year  1959 
be  maintained  at  that  level  in  accordance 
with  the  funds  provided  (p.  5,  H.  Rept. 


2503,  85th  Cong.,  2d  sess.,  dated  Aug.  6, 
1958). 

Also  in  the  course  of  the  debate  yes¬ 
terday,  the  distinguished  senior  Senator 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellender],  in  en¬ 
dorsing  the  amendment  requiring  the 
Army  be  maintained  at  900,000,  in  his 
remarks  included  the  following  quota¬ 
tion  from  the  report  of  the  Senate  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations : 

The  committee  has  approved  the  action 
of  the  House  in  recommending  an  increase 
in  the  strength  of  the  Regular  Army  from 
870,000  to  900,000,  and  has  agreed  to  the 
Department’s  request  to  restore  to  a  direct 
appropriation,  $100  million,  which  the  House 
had  provided  by  transfer. 

In  spite  of  the  clear-cut  intent  of  Con¬ 
gress  that  the  Army  should  be  main¬ 
tained  at  900,000  in  these  critical  times, 
the  Pentagon  has  disregarded  the  intent 
of  Congress  and  has  directed  the  reduc¬ 
tion  of  the  Army  to  870,000.  Conse¬ 
quently,  I  believe  that  the  Senate  acted 
in  the  best  interest  of  national  security 
and  constitutional  processes  by  adopting 
the  Army  strength  amendment  of  yes¬ 
terday. 

At  the  time  this  amendment  was  of¬ 
fered  by  the  distinguished  junior  Senator 
from  Louisiana  I  inquired  as  to  a  com¬ 
bination  amendment  requiring  the  main¬ 
tenance,  in  accordance  with  congres¬ 
sional  intent,  of  the  Marine  Corps  at 
200,000. 

I  was  informed  by  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  of  Louisiana  that  he  had 
no  objection  to  a  similar  amendment  at 
the  proper  place  in  the  bill. 

The  importance  of  such  an  amend¬ 
ment  on  the  Marine  Corps  was  further 
justified  by  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  Defense  Subcommittee  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  Appropriations  Committee,  who 
stated  yesterday  to  the  Senate  that  “it 
was  the  intention  of  both  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  and  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  last  year  to  have  the 
number  in  the  Marine  Corps  fixed  at 
200,000.” 

Members  of  the  Senate  will  undoubt¬ 
edly  recall  the  specific,  clear-cut,  and 
unmistakable  language  with  which  the 
Senate,  in  its  Appropriations  Committee 
report,  supported  action  of  the  report  of 
the  House  Appropriations  Committee 
which  stated  that  the  funds  to  support 
a  Marine  Corps  of  200,000  “will  enable 
the  Marine  Corps  to  maintain  itself  at 
the  minimum  strength  required  and  will 
enable  the  Corps  to  fulfill  its  traditional 
role  in  the  national  defense  posture  of 
this  country  as  the  Nation’s  force  in 
readiness.” 

In  amplifying  the  Senate  intent,  the 
Senate  Appropriations  Committee  report 
stated : 

This  decision  to  appropriate  the  funds 
necessary  for  a  200,000-man  Marine  Corps 
was  made  with  full  considerattion  of  the 
fiscal  and  military  limitations.  The  com¬ 
mittee  desires  that  it  be  clearly  understood 
by  appropriate  agencies  in  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government  that  it  is  the 
clear-cut  intent  of  the  committee,  and  of 
the  proposed  appropriating  legislation,  that 
the  Marine  Corps  be  maintained  at  the 
strength  of  200,000. 

It  would  be  impossible  for  Congress  to 
make  more  clear  to  the  Pentagon  the 
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congressional  intent  with  respect  to  the 
strength  of  elements  of  the  armed 
forces.  Since  congressional  intent  has 
been  disregarded,  this  time  with  respect 
to  the  Marine  Corps,  the  Senate  has  no 
choice  but  to  act  in  accordance  with  its 
constitutional  responsibility,  which  the 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Louisiana  stated  so  clearly  yesterday 
when  he  said,  “I  remind  Senators  that 
while  the  President,  under  the  Constitu¬ 
tion,  is  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army 
and  Navy,  it  is  the  Congress  which  is 
charged,  under  that  same  Constitution, 
with  raising  and  supporting  armies.” 

With  actual  and  potential  crises  being 
created  by  the  Kremlin  in  Berlin,  the 
Middle  East,  and  the  Far  East,  I  concur 
with  my  colleagues  in  the  belief  that 
this  is  no  time  for  our  Nation  to  weaken 
its  defenses. 

Particularly,  this  is  no  time  for  Con¬ 
gress  to  permit,  contrary  to  its  clearly 
delineated  intent,  a  reduction  in  the 
Marine  Corps,  our  national  force-in¬ 
readiness. 

It  must  be  realized,  of  course,  that  the 
Marine  Corps,  in  carrying  out  the  direc¬ 
tives  of  the  Pentagon,  is  in  the  process 
of  reducing  its  strength  from  that  di¬ 
rected  and  appropriated  by  Congress  to 
175,000  set  by  the  Pentagon.  Any  dif¬ 
ficulties  that  may  be  experienced  in  re¬ 
turning  to  200,000,  which  the  Marine 
Corps  requires  to  maintain  the  three 
combat  divisions  and  three  air  wings 
specifically  required  by  law,  is  squarely 
the  responsibility  of  the  Pentagon. 
Therefore,  in  obtaining  and  maintaining 
the  200,000  mandatory  Marine  Corps 
strength  required  by  this  amendment,  it 
is  incumbent  upon  the  Pentagon  and  all 
other  governmental  agencies  concerned 
with  national  security  to  assist  and  fa¬ 
cilitate  the  accomplishment  of  this  man¬ 
power  goal  by  the  Marine  Corps. 

Mr.  President,  the  purpose  of  the 
Douglas-Mansfield  amendment  now  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  is  to  maintain,  in  line 
with  the  intent  of  the  Congress,  the 
strength  of  the  Mai'ine  Corps  at  200,000 
men,  which  the  administration  stated 
must  be  reduced  to  175,000  this  fiscal 
year,  I  point  out  that  this  amendment 
requires  no  additional  appropriation. 
The  money  has  been  appropriated  in  the 
1959  budget.  The  intent  is  to  maintain 
a  mobile  striking  force  of  200,000  men 
in  the  Marine  Corps. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
happy  to  associate  myself  with  the  re¬ 
marks  of  the  Senator  from  Montana. 
Similar  provisions  are  included  in  the  bill 
not  only  for  the  Army,  but  also  for  the 
National  Guard  and  the  Reserves.  Since 
the  Marines  are  part  of  the  striking  force 
of  the  country,  I  think  it  is  very  impor¬ 
tant  that  Congress  should  make  its  in¬ 
tent  clear  and  unmistakable,  so  that  we 
will  not  allow  the  administration  to  fur¬ 
ther  reduce  our  capacity  to  fight  limited 
wars. 

This  amendment  should,  however,  be 
called  the  Mansfield-Douglas  amend¬ 
ment,  rather  than  the  Douglas-Mansfield 
amendment. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 
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Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  yield  to  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  subcommittee. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  If  I  understand  the  in¬ 
tent  of  the  amendment,  it  is  to  clarify 
what  Congress  did  last  year  on  this 
subject. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Yes,  for  this  fiscal 
year. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  For  1959. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Yes. 

Mi-.  CHAVEZ.  It  is  desired  to  make 
sure  there  is  carried  out  in  the  fiscal  year 
1959  what  Congress  set  forth  for  the  fis¬ 
cal  year  1959.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Yes. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
willing  to  accept  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  call  to  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  Senator  from  Montana, 
the  Senator  from  Illinois,  and  also  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico,  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee,  that  the  strength  of 
the  Army  was  set  at  900,000  and  the 
strength  of  the  Marine  Corps  was  set  at 
200,000  in  the  conference  report  of  last 
year.  The  amendment  which  was  ac¬ 
cepted  yesterday  in  the  Senate  was  at¬ 
tached  to  the  operations  and  mainte¬ 
nance  account.  It  set  the  strength  of 
the  Army  at  a  900,000-man  figure.  If  the 
language  is  applied  merely  to  the  money 
in  the  supplementary  budget,  that  is  one 
thing;  but  if  the  money  from  the  supple¬ 
mentary  budget  is  included  and  put  into 
one  common  fund  with  the  operations 
and  maintenance  account,  then  the 
whole  account  is  subject  to  the  limiting 
language  of  the  amendment.  I  inter¬ 
pret  the  amendment  to  mean  that  no 
part  of  the  maintenance  and  operation 
funds  may  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  re¬ 
ducing  the  Army  below  900,000  men.  I 
have  the  exact  figures  as  of  March  31. 
The  strength  of  the  Army  presently  is 
878,692.  If  that  is  true,  the  Army 
strength  would  have  to  be  put  back  to 
900,000  men  between  now  and  the  1st  of 
July. 

The  same  statement  applies  to  the 
amendment  now  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Montana  relating  to  the  Marine 
Corps.  The  strength  of  the  Marine 
Corps  is  presently,  as  of  March  31,  at 
183,400. 

I  think  I  shall  ncjt  oppose  the  amend¬ 
ment.  The  chairman  of  the  subcommit¬ 
tee  has  accepted  it.  However,  I  call  at¬ 
tention  to  the  fact  that  the  amendment 
is  subject  to  a  point  of  order.  I  shall  not 
make  the  point  of  order,  because  I  think 
this  is  a  matter  which  should  be  straight¬ 
ened  out  in  conference  between  the  two 
Houses. 

I  know  the  conferees,  of  which  I  was 
one  last  year,  adopted  similar  language 
in  its  conference  report.  I  am  confident 
that  in  attaching  such  language  to  the 
supplemental  appropriation  bill  no 
Member  of  the  Senate  will  want  to  im¬ 
pede  the  operations  of  the  Army  or  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  reason  why  I  was 
so  strongly  in  favor  of  the  amendment 


submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Louisi¬ 
ana  [Mr.  Long]  and  other  Senators  yes¬ 
terday,  and  the  reason  why  I  favor  the 
amendment  submitted  by  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  and  the  Senator  from  Mon¬ 
tana  today,  is  that  the  Executive  did  not 
carry  out  the  intent  of  Congress  which 
was  included  in  the  language  of  the 
appropriation  bill  last  year.  I  think  it 
is  time  Congress  let  the  administration 
know  once  and  for  all  what  Congress 
means. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  May  I  say  to  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  Defense 
Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  that  the  funds  have  already 
been  appropriated  by  the  Congress,  and 
the  intent  has  been  expressed. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct,  but  the 
administration  did  not  carry  out  either 
the  purposes  of  the  fund  or  the  ex¬ 
pressed  intent  of  the  Congress.  - 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
with  what  I  have  said  relative  to  this 
matter,  remarks  I  made  as  printed  in 
the  March  2,  1959,  issue  of  the  Congres¬ 
sional  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  remarks 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows ; 

National  Security— Resolution  of  the 
Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars 

Mr.  Mansfield.  Mr.  President,  I  am  in  re¬ 
ceipt  of  a  letter  from  an  old  friend  and  fellow 
Montanan,  the  national  commander  of  the 
Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  John  W.  Mahan, 
,of  Helena,  Mont.  In  his  letter,  which  is 
addressed  to  every  Senator,  Mr.  Mahan  sets 
forth  his  views  on  the  need  to  maintain  the 
defenses  of  our  country.  For  example,  he 
states  that,  according  the  present  plans,  our 
forces  are  going  to  be  cut,  insofar  as  the 
Marine  Corps  and  the  Army  are  concerned. 

Mr.  President,  the  Marine  Corps,  according 
to  press  reports,  has  been  directed  to  reduce 
its  strength  to  175,000  men  by  the  end  of 
June  1959,  even  though  last  year  the  Con¬ 
gress  appropriated  funds  to  maintain  the 
Marine  Corps  at  a  strength  of  200,000  men. 
In  addition,  Mr.  President,  the  Army  has 
been  given  directions  to  reduce  its  strength, 
by  the  30th  of  June  1959,  to  870,000,  rather 
than  the  900,000  which  was  the  intent  of  the 
Congress  when  additional  funds  were  appro¬ 
priated  last  year. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  my  hope  that  this 
matter  will  be  given  the  most  serious  recon¬ 
sideration  by  the  administration,  not  only 
in  view  of  the  difficulties  which  have  faced 
us  in  the  past,  but  also  in  view  of  the  diffi¬ 
culties  which  well  may  face  us  in  the  future. 

Therefore,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
at  the  conclusion  of  my  statement  a  table 
from  the  February  16  issue  of  Newsweek,  and 
an  article  by  Hanson  W.  Baldwin,  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  together  with  a  copy  of  the 
letter  from  Mr.  John  W.  Mahan,  commander 
in  chief  of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of 
the  United  States. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tables,  arti¬ 
cle,  and  letter  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  at  the  conclusion  of  the  state¬ 
ment: 

“STATEMENT  BY  SENATOR  MANSFIELD 

“The  Marine  Corps,  according  to  press  re¬ 
ports,  has  been  directed  to  reduce  its 
strength  to  175,000  by  the  end  of  June  1959. 

“This  is  a  drastic  cut  below  the  current 
actual  strength  of  190,000  and  an  eveivlnore 
sizable  cut  below  the  200,000  strength  for 
which  Congress  appropriated  and  directed 
the  Marine  Corps  to  maintain  for  the  cur¬ 
rent  year. 

“This  reduction  in  the  Marine  Corps  has  se¬ 
rious  implications,  to  which  I  will  allude 


later,  that  go  far  beyond  military  matters. 
But  first,  there  is  the  matter  of  our  national 
requirement  for  a  fully  manned,  adequate, 
combat-ready,  versatile  striking  force  of  ma¬ 
rines.  Recent  events  underline  with  irrefu¬ 
table  logic  this  requirement. 

“The  crises  which  have  followed  one  upon 
the  other— Suez,  Lebanon,  and  the  Formosa 
Straits — have  demonstrated  not  only  the 
need  for  our  Marine  national  force  in  readi¬ 
ness  but  also  the  precise  and  effective  man¬ 
ner  in  which  the  Marines  fulfill  that  require¬ 
ment.  Lebanon  and  Formosa  are  by  no 
means  the  last  of  our  international  difficul¬ 
ties.  We  are  confronted  with  an  interna¬ 
tional  situation  that  exists  now  and  will 
continue  to  exist  well  into  the  foreseeable 
future;  a  situation  characterized  by  many 
potential  Communist-sparked  crises. 

"So,  with  the  need  for  marines  great  or 
greater  than  ever  before,  our  Marine  Corps 
is  being  deliberately,  arbitrarily,  precipitate¬ 
ly  reduced.  This  Pentagon  assault  on  the 
Marine  Corps  merits  closest  congressional 
and  public  scrutiny.  It  is  no  secret  in  official 
governmental  circles  that  there  has  long  been 
an  effort  within  the  Pentagon  to  reduce  the 
Marines  to  merely  a  ceremonial  status.  This 
currently  directed  cut  is  just  another  step  in 
that  direction. 

“  'Those  who  cannot  remember  the  past 
are  condemned  to  repeat  it.’  With  Santay¬ 
ana’s  warning  in  mind,  let’s  examine  the 
recent  history  of  Marine  dorps  strength. 

“At  the  conclusion  of  World  War  II,  dur¬ 
ing  the  congressional  hearings  incident  to 
the  passage  of  the  National  Security  Act  of 
1947,  it  was  apparent  that  determined  efforts 
were  being  made  to  reduce  the  Marine  Corps 
to  a  ceremonial  organization.  To  assure  its 
continued  existence  as  a  hard-hitting  force 
in  readiness,  Congress  spelled  out,  in  detail, 
the  roles  and  missions  of  the  corps. 

“This  action  by  the  legislative  branch  was 
taken  against  concerted  and  vigorous  op¬ 
position  from  certain  factions  in  the  Penta¬ 
gon. 

“In  spite  of  these  elaborated  precautions  to 
assure  that  the  Marine  Corps  would  continue 
to  exist  to  fill  an  obvious  and  vital  require¬ 
ment  in  our  Nation’s  defense  structure,  the 
strength  of  the  corps  was  reduced  battalion 
by  battalion  until  on  the  eve  of  the  Korean 
war  it  had  fallen  to  six  infantry  battalions. 
It  is  worth  noting  that  although  Congress 
had  appropriated  sufficient  funds  to  support 
a  measurably  larger  force  in  1950-51,  the 
then  Secretary  of  Defense  refused  to  permit 
the  existence  of  more  than  six  battalions. 

“The  lightning  suddenness  of  the  Korean 
conflict  revealed  in  stark  detail  the  bank¬ 
ruptcy  of  those  policies.  The  Pentagon  had 
reduced  our  ready  force  to  the  point  that 
invited  a  national  disaster. 

“Working  against  overwhelming  odds  in 
matters  of  time  and  space,  the  Marine  Corps 
was  able  to  provide  a  brigade  that  turned 
the  swelling  Communist  tide  at  Pusan  and 
saved  the  perimeter.  Then,  at  Inchon,  a 
.division  of  marines  speedily  assembled, 
literally  from  opposite  sides  of  the  earth, 
converted  the  battle  for  South  Korea  into 
a  rout  of  the  Communist  hordes. 

“The  vital  importance  of  a  strong  force  in 
readiness  had  been  demonstrated  once  again 
with  nerve  shattering  clarity.  The  lesson 
was  not  lost  on  Congress. 

“While  the  Korean  war  was  still  in  prog¬ 
ress,  Congress  went  to  great  effort  to  assure 
that  the  Nation  would  not  again  find  itself 
so  nearly  without  such  a  force.  In  1952 
legislation  was  enacted  to  prescribe  a  Marine 
Corps  of  not  less  than  three  combat  divi¬ 
sions  and  three  air  wings. 

“With  such  a  firm  and  unambiguous  re¬ 
quirement  established  in  the  law.  Congress 
felt  it  had  assured  the  existence  of  a  con¬ 
stantly  ready  combat  force  of  sufficient 
strength  to  serve  as  the  first  echelon  of  the 
Nation’s  limited  war  force. 
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“However,  in  1955,  the  Pentagon  began  a 
new  round  of  reductions  in  the  Marine  Corps 
over  vigorous  congressional  opposition.  In 
the  face  of  Pentagon  plans  to  reduce  the 
Marine  Corps  to  193,000,  Congress  appropri¬ 
ated  sufficient  funds  to  maintain  the  corps 
at  215,000  for  fiscal  year  1956.  Over  $37 
million  of  the  funds  thus  appropriated  were 
impounded  by  the  then  Secretary  of  Defense 
and  the  Marine  Corps  was  maintained  at 
200,000. 

“Fiscal  year  1958  brought  a  new  attack  on 
the  strength  of  the  corps.  After  Congress 
had  appropriated  funds  to  maintain  the 
Marines  at  200,000,  the  Pentagon  refused  to 
allocate  funds  for  a  strength  beyond  190,000. 

“The  budget  for  fiscal  year  1959  revealed  a 
new  assault  on  Marine  strength  with  a  re¬ 
duction  from  190,000  to  175,000.  Faced  with 
this  effort  to  reduce  the  corps  by  12l/2  per¬ 
cent  below  that  set  by  the  legislative  branch 
in  its  appropriations,  Congress  took  new 
steps  to  make  its  position  clear. 

“The  House  Appropriations  Committee 
found  that  ‘a  strong  Marine  Corps  is  essen¬ 
tial  to  our  national  defense  establishment. 
The  striking  power  of  the  operating  forces  of 
the  Marine  Corps  consists  primarily  of  three 
combat  divisions  and  three  air  wings  with 
supporting  forces  as  provided  by  law.  These 
forces,  deployed  in  this  country,  aboard 
ship,  and  in  advance  bares  in  the  Pacific  and 
the  Far  East,  form  a  striking  force  immedi¬ 
ately  available  and  prepared  to  fight  in  a 
general  war,  a  small  war,  or  a  limited  war. 
The  budget  recommended  by  the  President 
did  not  make  adequate  provision  for  these 
specifically  authorized  Marine  Corps  forces.’ 

“In  support  of  this  finding  the  committee 
recommended,  and  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  approved,  appropriations  to  maintain 
the  Marines  at  a  strength  of  200,000. 

“The  Appropriations  Committee  of  the 
Senate  did  not  rest  content  with  a  mere 
affirmation  of  the  findings  of  its  brethren  in 
the  House.  It  chose  to  make  abundantly 
clear  that  this  was  not  a  hastily  conceived 
sentimental  salute  to  a  particular  service. 
The  committee  stated  this  decision  to  appro¬ 
priate  the  funds  necessary  for  a  200,000-man 
Marine  Corps  was  made  with  full  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  fiscal  and  military  implications. 
The  committee  desires  that  it  be  clearly 
understood  by  appropriate  agencies  in  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government  that  it 
is  the  clear-cut  intent  of  the  committee,  and 
of  the  proposed  appropriating  legislation, 
that  the  Marine  Corps  be  maintained  at  the 
strength  of  200,000. 

“The  Senate  approved  these  conclusions 
and  the  action  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  by  appropriating  the  funds  necessary  to 
establish  a  Marine  Corps  of  200,000. 

“Although  confronted  by  this  clear  and 
unmistakably  congressional  mandate,  the 
Pentagon  has  nevertheless  directed  a  reduc¬ 
tion  of  the  Marines  to  175,000. 

“When  placed  in  the  perspective  afforded 
by  recent  history,  the  current  actions  by  the 
Pentagon  fit  the  old  discredited  and  dis¬ 
astrous  pattern  of  a  step-by-step  gutting  of 
the  Marines  to  the  status  of  a  ceremonial 
outfit. 

“The  lessons  of  history,  recent  and  remote, 
are  ignored.  The  blind  unreasoning  refusal 
to  look  at  the  world  situation  continues. 
The  probability  of  new  situations  similar  to 
those  we  were  compelled  to  face  in  Korea, 
Indochina,  Suez,  and  Lebanon  is  blandly 
rejected. 

“Can  we  attribute  the  Pentagon  attitude 
solely  to  a  desire  for  economy?  The  amount 
involved  will  not  support  this  conclusion. 
Careful  study  by  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittees  established  this  amount  at  $45,200,- 
000;  a  small  sum,  indeed,  to  maintain  the 
force-in-readiness  tailored  to  provide  the 
versatility  and  flexibility  we  need  so  des¬ 
perately  today. 

“The  complete  rejection  by  the  executive 
branch  of  the  most  carefully  formulated 


conclusions  of  the  legislature  on  matters  of 
military  policy,  such  as  Marine  Corps 
strength,  is  not  supported  by  history  or  by 
the  current  world  situation.  Nor  is  it  sound 
governmental  procedure. 

“I  have  watched  with  increasing  concern 
and  dismay  the  deterioration  of  the  consti¬ 
tutionally  established  partnership  between 
the  executive  and  the  legislative  branches 
which  is  so  vital  to  an  effective  military 
policy. 

“At  the  risk  of  belaboring  the  obvious,  I 
feel  compelled  to  state  that  a  partnership 
cannot  endure  and  prosper  when  the  convic¬ 
tions  of  one  partner  are  ignored,  or  arbitrarily 
rejected,  by  the  other. 

“The  vitality  of  the  doctrine  of  separation 
of  powers,  the  cornerstone  of  our  form  of 
government,  rests  upon  the  self-restraint  of 
each  of  the  three  branches  of  cur  Govern¬ 
ment.  In  the  absence  of  such  self-restraint, 
characterized  by  the  profound  respect  for 
the  lawful  areas  of  responsibility  of  each 
branch  of  our  Government,  a  balance  of 
power  cannot  exist. 

“As  it  has  demonstrated  in  the  past,  Con¬ 
gress  is  not  powerless  to  enforce  its  views 
in  matters  of  military  policy.  A  statutory 
floor  has  been  placed  on  the  strength  of  the 
Army  National  Guard  and  the  Army  Reserve 
in  the  Department  of  Defense  Appropriations 
Act  for  fiscal  1959. 

“The  Pentagon  compains  that  such  action 
is  unduly  restrictive  upon  the  executive 
branch.  I  suggest  to  them  that  by  their  re¬ 
peated  high-handed  rejections  of  the  views 
of  Congress,  of  which  the  Marine  Corps  re¬ 
duction  is  a  prime  example,  they  compel  re¬ 
sort  to  the  rigid  prescriptions  of  statutory 
law. 

“Marine  Corps  strength  is  the  principal 
illustration.  The  views  of  Congress  on  this 
matter  have  been  repeatedly  expressed  and 
repeatedly  flouted  or  ignored  by  the  Penta¬ 
gon.  A  mandatory  floor  on  the  strength  of 
the  Marine  Corps,  set  forth  in  the  law,  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  the  only  means  for  Congress  to 
insure  that  its  carefully  considered  judg¬ 
ment  will  not  be  thwarted  by  administrative 
action. 


“Appro¬ 
priated 
strength, 
fiscal  year 
T958 

Actual 
strength 
Dec.  31, 
1957 

Appro¬ 
priated 
strength, 
fiscal  year 
1959 

Directed 

end 

strength, 
June  30, 
1969 

Army . 

1, 000,  000 

918,111 

900,  000 

870, 000 

Navy . 

Marine 

675, 000 

629,  566 

630,  000 

630,  000 

Corps . 

200,  000 

190,  708 

200,  000 

175,  000 
850,  000 

Air  Force.— 

925,  000 

878,  657 

850,  000 

“From  Public  Law  85-724,  85th.  Congress 
(an  act  making  appropriations  for  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1959  and  for  other  purposes)  ; 

“From  title  III,  Department  of  the  Army, 
Military  Personnel:  ‘For  pay,  allowances, 
individual  clothing,  interest  on  deposits,  and 
permanent  change  of  station  travel,  for  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Army  on  active  duty  (except 
those  undergoing  reserve  training);  expenses 
incident  to  movement  of  troop  detachments, 
including  rental  of  campsites  and  procure¬ 
ment  of  utility  and  other  services;  expenses 
of  apprehension  and  delivery  of  deserters, 
prisoners,  and  soldiers  absent  without  leave, 
including  payment  of  rewards  (not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $25  in  any  case),  and  costs  of  confine¬ 
ment  of  military  prisoners  in  nonmilitary 
facilities;  donations  of  not  to  exceed  $25  to 
each  prisoner  upon  each  release  from  confine¬ 
ment  in  ap.  Army  or  contract  prison  (other 
than  a  disciplinary  barracks)  and  to  each 
person  discharged  for  fraudulent  enlistment; 
authorized  issues  of  articles  to  prisoners 
other  than  those  in  disciplinary  barracks, 
subsistence  of  enlisted  personnel,  selective 
service  registrants  called  for  induction  and 
applicants  for  enlistment  while  held  under 


observation,  and  prisoners  (except  those  at 
disciplinary  barracks),  or  reimbursement 
therefor  while  such  personnel  are  sick  in 
hospitals;  and  subsistence  of  supernumera¬ 
ries  necessitated  by  emergent  military  cir¬ 
cumstances;  $3,175,961,000,  and  in  addition, 
$375  million,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from 
the  Army  Stock  Fund:  Provided,  That  sec¬ 
tion  212  of  the  act  of  June  30,  1932  (5  TJ.S.C. 
59a) ,  shall  not  apply  to  retired  military  per¬ 
sonnel  on  duty  at  the  U.S.  Soldiers’  Home: 
Provided  further.  That  the  duties  of  the  li¬ 
brarian  at  the  U.S,  Military  Academy  may  be 
performed  by  a  retired  officer  detailed  on 
active  duty.” 

" Reserve  personnel 

"  ‘For  pay,  allowances,  clothing,  subsist¬ 
ence,  transportation,  travel  and  related  ex¬ 
penses,  as  authorized  by  law,  for  personnel 
of  the  Army  Reserve  while  on  active  duty 
under  section  265  of  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  or  undergoing  Reserve  training  or  while 
performing  drills  or  equivalent  duty,  and  for 
members  of  the  Reserve  Officers’  Training 
Corps;  subsistence  for  members  of  the  Army 
Reserve  for  drills  of  8  or  more  hours  dura¬ 
tion  in  any  one  calendar  day;  $222,759,000: 
Provided,  That  the  Army  Reserve  personnel 
paid  from  this  appropriation  shall  be  main¬ 
tained  at  an  end  strength  of  not  less  than 
300,000  for  the  fiscal  year  1959.’ 

“army  national  guard 

“  ‘For  pay,  allowance,  clothing,  subsistence, 
transportation,  and  travel,  as  authorized  by 
law,  for  personnel  of  the  Army  National 
Guard  while  on  duty  under  section  265  of 
title  10,  United  States  Code,  while  undergo¬ 
ing  training  or  while  performing  drills  or 
equivalent  duties;  expenses  of  training,  or¬ 
ganizing,  and  administering  the  Army  Na¬ 
tional  Guard,  including  maintenance,  opera¬ 
tion,  and  alterations  to  structures  and  fa¬ 
cilities;  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  National  Guard  Bureau 
and  services  of  personnel  of  the  National 
Guard  employed  as  civilians  without  regard 
to  their  military  rank,  and  the  number  of 
caretakers  authorized  to  be  employed  under 
provisions  of  law  (32  U.S.C.  709)  may  be  such 
as  is  deemed  necessary  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army;  subsistence  for  officers  attending  drills 
of  8  or  more  hours’  duration  in  any  1  calen¬ 
dar  day,  travel  expenses  (other  than  mileage) , 
as  authorized  by  law  for  Army  personnel  on 
active  duty,  for  Army  National  Guard  divi¬ 
sion,  regimental,  and  battalion  commanders 
while  inspecting  units  in  compliance  with 
National  Guard  regulations  when  specifically 
authorized  by  the  Chief,  National  Guard  Bu¬ 
reau;  supplying  and  equipping  the  Army  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  of  the  several  States,  Territo¬ 
ries,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  law;  and  expenses  of  repair,  mod¬ 
ification,  maintenance,  and  issue  of  supplies 
and  equipment  (including  aircraft);  $342,- 
093,000:  Provided,  That  obligations  may  be 
incurred  under  this  appropriation  for  train¬ 
ing  of  units  designated  for  early  deployment 
under  mobilization  plans  and  for  installa¬ 
tion,  maintenance,  and  operation  of  facilities 
for  antiaircraft  defense  without  regard  to 
section.  107  of  title  32,  United  States  Code: 
Provided  further,  That  the  Army  National 
Guard  shall  be  maintained  at  an  average 
strength  of  not  less  than  400,000  for  the  fiscal 
year  1959.” 

“Military  personnel.  Marine  Corps 

“  ‘For  pay,  allowances,  subsistence,  interest 
on  deposits,  gratuities,  clothing,  permanent 
change  of  station  travel  (including  expenses 
of  temporary  duty  between  permanent  difty 
stations) ,  and  transportation  of  dependents, 
household  effects  (including  storage  there¬ 
of),  and  privately  owned  automobiles,  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  law,  for  Regular  and  Reserve  per¬ 
sonnel  on  active  duty  (except  those  on  active 
duty,  while  undergoing  Reserve  training), 
$635,692,000,  and,  in  addition,  $25  million  to 
be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  Marine  Corps 
stock  fund.’ 
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•'Prom  Senate  Report  No.  1937  (Department 
of  Defense  appropriation  bill)  85th  Congress, 
2d  session,  page  8: 

“  ‘The  Senate  committee  has  approved  the 
action  of  the  House  in  adding  funds  to  main¬ 
tain  the  Marine  Corps  strength  at  200,000  in 
reducing  the  appropriation  by  $1,200,000  in 
the  permanent  change-of-station  travel  ac¬ 
count,  and  in  utilizing  $25  million  of  revolv¬ 
ing  funds  in  lieu  of  appropriations. 

“  “The  events  in  the  Middle  East  during  the 
past  months  have  established  beyond  ques¬ 
tion,  in  the  considered  judgment  of  the 
committee,  that  the  security  of  our  Nation 
demands  that  the  Marine  Corps  be  main¬ 
tained  at  a  minimum  strength  of  200,000. 

« ‘This  decision  to  appropriate  the  funds 
necessary  for  a  200,000-man  Marine  Corps  was 
made  with  full  consideration  of  the  fiscal  and 
military  implications.  The  committee  de¬ 
sires  that  it  be  clearly  understood  by  appro¬ 
priate  agencies  in  the  executive  branch  of 
the  Government  that  it  is  the  clear-cut 
intent  of  the  committee,  and  of  the  proposed 
appropriating  legislation,  that  the  Marine 
Corps  be  maintained  at  the  strength  of 
200,000.’ 

"From  page  5,  of  the  same  report : 

”  ‘Subsequent  to  the  House  action,  addi¬ 
tional  budget  estimates  were  submitted  in 
Senate  document  103,  requesting  considera¬ 
tion  of  an  additional  $179,561,000  for  in¬ 
creased  pay  costs.  This,  the  Senate  commit¬ 
tee  has  approved.  In  addition,  the  commit¬ 
tee  in  the  strength  of  the  Regular  Army  from 
870,000  to  900,000,  and  has  agreed  to  the  De¬ 
partment’s  request  to  restore  to  a  direct 
appropriation,  $100  million,  which  the  House 
had  provided  by  transfer.’ 

"From  House  Report  No.  1830  (Department 
of  Defense  appropriation  bill)  85th  Congressj 
2d  session,  page  49 : 

“  ‘A  strong  Marine  Corps  is  essential  to  our 
National  Defense  Establishment.  The  strik¬ 
ing  power  of  the  operating  forces  of  the 
Marine  Corps  consist  primarily  of  three  com¬ 
bat  divisions  and  three  air  wings  with  sup¬ 
porting  forces  as  provided  by  law.  These 
forces  deployed  in  this  country,  aboard  ship, 
and  in  advance  bases  in  the  Pacific  and  the 
Far  East,  form  a  striking  force  immediately 
available  and  prepared  to  fight  in  a  general 
war,  a  small  war,  or  a  limited  war.  The 
budget  recommended  by  the  President  did 
not  make  adequate  provision  for  these  speci¬ 
fically  authorized  Marine  Corps  forces.  It 
was  based  on  a  reduction  in  the  fiscal  year 
1959  end  strength  to  175,000  men,  25,000  be¬ 
low  the  amount  determined  to  be  the  mini¬ 
mum  essential  force  level  of  the  corps.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  committee  has  provided  funds 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  Marine  Corps 
which  will  enable  them  to  reach  a  strength 
of  200,000  military  personnel  at  the  end  of 
fiscal  year  1959.  The  additional  funds  re¬ 
quired  for  this  personnel  increase  total  $45,- 
200,000  and  have  been  allocated  to  various 
appropriations  items  as  follows: 


“  ‘Military  personnel.  Marine 

Corps - $36,  650,  000 

“  ‘Troops  Corps  troops  and 

facilities -  4,875,000 

“  ‘Medical  care,  Navy _  1, 175,  000 

“  ‘Aircraft  and  facilities.  Navy..  2,  500,  000 


“  ‘The  funds  recommended  by  the  commit¬ 
tee  will  enable  the  Marine  Corps  to  maintain 
itself  at  the  minimum  strength  required  and 
will  enable  the  Corps  to  fulfill  its  traditional 
role  in  the  national  defense  posture  of  this 
country  as  the  Nation’s  force  in  readiness.’ 

"From  page  32  of  the  same  report: 

“  *In  the  light  of  all  the  facts,  including  the 
committee’s  decision  to  exceed  the  budget  by 
increasing  the  strength  of  the  Marine  Corps, 
the  Army  Reserve,  and  the  Army  National 
Guard  and  make  other  improvements  in  the 
readiness  of  our  defense  such  as  additional 
Polaris  submarines  and  acceleration  of  the 
M'nuteman  and  Hound-dog  missile  pro¬ 
grams,  the  committee  has  decided  not  to  ex¬ 


ceed  the  budget  for  the  870,000-man  Army. 
However,  It  is  the  committee’s  desire  that  the 
Army  be  provided  with  the  most  modern 
equipment  and  weapons,  and  along  these 
lines  it  was  testified  that  much  of  the  cur¬ 
rent  available  equipment  does  not  meet  the 
tactical  requirements  of  the  reorganized  pen- 
tomic  forces.’ 

"From  conference  report  on  Department  of 
Defense  appropriation  bill  (H.  Rept.  2503) 
from  page  5: 

“‘Amendment  Nos.  5,  6,  and  7:  Military 
personnel:  Appropriate  $3,175,961,000  instead 
of  $2,946,400,000  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $3,225,961,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate; 
provide  for  transfer  from  the  Army  Stock 
Fund  of  $375  million  instead  of  $425  million 
as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $325  million  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate;  and  delete  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  the  Senate  that  the  Regular  Army 
shall  be  maintained  at  not  less  than  900,000 
strength  during  fiscal  year  1959.  It  is  the 
belief  of  the  committee  of  conference  that 
the  national  defense  requires  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  a  Regular  Army  of  not  less  than 
900,000  and  it  is  the  intent  that  the  planned 
strength  for  fiscal  year  1959  be  maintained  at 
that  level  in  accordance  with  the  funds  pro¬ 
vided.’ 

“From  page  6  of  the  same  report; 

“  ‘Amendment  Nos.  19  and  20,  Military  per¬ 
sonnel,  Marine  Corps:  Appropriate  $635,692,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of 
$604,056,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and 
delete  provision  of  the  Senate  that  the  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps  shall  be  maintained  at  not  less 
than  200,000  strength  during  fiscal  year  1959. 
As  with  the  strength  of  the  Regular  Army  it 
is  the  belief  of  the  committee  of  conference 
that  the  national  defense  requires  that  the 
Marine  Corps  be  maintained  at  a  strength  of 
not  less  than  200,000  and  it  is  the  intent  that 
the  planned  strength  for  fiscal  year  1959  be 
maintained  at  that  level  in  accordance  with 
the  funds  provided.’ 

"[From  Newsweek,  Feb.  16,  1959] 

"ADDING  UP  MILITARY  POWER 

“Missile  power 

"United  States:  ICBM’s,  none;  IRBM’s.  10. 

"U.S.S.R.:  ICBM’s,  none';  IRBM’s,  500- 

1,000. 

“ Air  power 

"United  States:  850,000  men,  1,000  B-47 
(medium)  bombers,  500  B-52  (long  range) 
bombers,  35,500  other  aircraft. 

"U.S.S.R. :  700,000  men,  350-850  medium 
bombers,  100-150  long-range  bombers,  24,000 
other  aircraft. 

" Sea  power 

"United  States:  640,000  sailors,  189,000  ma¬ 
rines,  15  attack  carriers,  no  battleships,  11 
antisub  and  other  carriers,  14  cruisers,  240 
destroyers,  112  submarines,  500  auxiliaries, 
2,500  patrol  vessels. 

"U.S.S.R.:  850,000  sailors,  no  carriers,  3  bat¬ 
tleships,  27  cruisers,  150  destroyers,  200  at¬ 
tack  submarines,  250  coast-defense  subma¬ 
rines,  250  auxiliaries,  1,000  patrol  vessels. 

“Land  power 

"United  States:  870,000  men,  14  infantry 
divisions,  2  infantry  brigades,  8  infantry  bat¬ 
tle  groups,  6  armored  regiments. 

“U.S.S.R. :  2.5  million  men,  100  infantry 
divisions,  75  mechanized  and  tank  divisions.’’ 


"the  navy  budget:  fleet  will  remain  at 

CURRENT  SIZE  BUT  AIRCRAFT  INVENTORY  WILL 
BE  CUT 

"(By  Hanson  W.  Baldwin) 

"The  Navy’s  share  of  the  administration’s 
defense  budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1960  will 
maintain  a  fleet  of  approximately  the  pres¬ 
ent  size. 

"Some  864  ships,  the  same  number  as  are 
now  in  service,  are  scheduled  to  be  in  com¬ 
mission  in  the  next  fiscal  year;  389  will  be 
warships  and  475  will  be  supporting  vessels, 
amphibious  craft,  and  so  on.  The  Navy’s 


active  aircraft  inventory  will  drop  to  9,117 
by  June  30,  1960,  compared  with  10,533  on 
June  30,  1958.  Only  some  7,200  of  these  will 
be  operational.  Forty-seven  percent  will  be 
jet  powered. 

"Fourteen  attack  aircraft  carriers  will  be 
maintained  instead  of  the  15  of  last  June, 
but  new  Forrestal-type  carriers  are  replacing 
the  old  wartime  Essex  class. 

"Submarine  war  stressed 

"The  1960  budget  will  maintain  16  carrier 
air  groups — 2  of  them  replacement  groups— 
the  same  number  as  this  year.  More  than 
600  antisubmarine  aircraft  will  be  modified 
with  new  radar,  and  2  new  antisubmarine 
warfare  task  forces  will  be  organized. 

"Patrol  and  warning  squadrons  will  in¬ 
crease  from  39  .to  42,  and  the  reorganization 
of  the  Naval  Air  Reserve,  to  orient  it  toward 
an  antisubmarine  mission,  will  continue. 

"The  manning  level  for  the  active  fleet  will 
average  about  81  percent  of  normal  war 
strength  per  ship  and  squadron,  about  the 
same  as  this  year. 

“With  new  procurement  funds  the  Navy 
will  buy  668  aircraft,  which  is  less  than  one- 
half  of  the  annual  procurement  needed  to 
maintain  an  active  operating  naval  air  arm 
of  7,200  planes. 

“Air  arm  shrinking 

“Officials  believe  that  given  the  present 
rate  of  procurement  of  piloted  aircraft,  the 
naval  air  arm  will  decrease  to  4,000  to  5,000 
aircraft  by  1963-64. 

"There  is  also  considerable  concern  about 
the  growing  obsolescence  of  the  fleet.  The 
1960  shipbuilding  program  provides  for  18 
new  ships,  including  a  conventional  pow¬ 
ered  aircraft  carrier  of  the  Forrestal  class,  6 
guided-missile  destroyers  and  frigates,  3 
more  nuclear-powered  submarines,  and  8 
other  vessels. 

"Nine  Polaris  missile-firing  submarines 
had  been  provided  prior  to  the  1960  budget, 
but  the  administration  has  withheld  funds 
for  some  of  them  and  has  adopted  a  build¬ 
ing  program  of  about  three  a  year  and  one 
aircraft  carrier  every  other  year. 

"The  1960  budget  contains  funds  for  long 
leadtime  items  for  three  more  Polaris  sub¬ 
marines,  in  addition  to  the  nine  already 
provided,  but  does  not  authorize  or  provide 
funds  for  the  full  costs  of  the  three  addi¬ 
tional  submarines. 

"The  building  program  also  includes  the 
conversion  and  modernization  of  13  old 
ships,  including  a  cruiser,  8  destroyers,  and 
4  other  vessels. 

"The  present  naval  construction  program 
of  about  20  new  ships  a  year  is  less  than  half 
the  number  needed  to  replace  overage  ships 
if  the  operating  fleet’s  present  size  of  864 
vessels  is  to  be  maintained. 

"The  Marine  Corps  is  already  undergoing 
a  reduction  from  an  authorized  strength  of 
200,000  to  175,000  during  the  current  fiscal 
years;  its  strength  is  to  remain  at  the  175,000 
level  in  the  fiscal  year  that  begins  next 
July  1. 

"President  Eisenhower’s  budget  message 
declares  that  ‘the  Marine  Corps  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  support  three  divisions  and  three 
air  wings  in  their  traditional  state  of  high 
combat  readiness.’ 

" Marines  deplore  cuts 

"The  Marine  Corps  flatly  disputes  this. 
Gen.  Randolph  McC.  Pate,  the  Commandant, 
has  testified  that  the  current  reduction  to 
175,000  men  will  mean  the  elimination  of  6 
battalion  landing  teams  out  of  the  corps’ 
current  27,  and  the  elimination  of  6  air 
squadrons. 

"The  Marines  will  activate  additional  anti¬ 
aircraft  battalions  to  operate  the  Army- 
developed  Hawk  missile,  designed  for  use 
against  low-flying  aircraft. 

"During  the  next  18  months  an  old  air¬ 
craft  carrier — the  Princeton— is  earmarked 
for  use  as  a  Marine  helicopter  landing  ship. 
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The  use  of  this  carrier,  which  will  be  oper¬ 
ated  with  no  material  physical  alterations, 
will  give  the  Marines  three  ships  from  which 
to  practice  the  technique  of  helicopter  as¬ 
sault.  Two  have  already  been  specially  con¬ 
verted. 

“The  administration’s  1960  budget  pro¬ 
vides  funds  for  maintaining  a  total  of 
1,030,000  Reserves,  both  Army  and  Air  Na¬ 
tional  Guard,  in  a  paid  status,  as  compared 
with  1,082,000  this  year. 

“The  President’s  budget  envisages  funds 
during  the  fiscal  year  1960  for  330,000  Army 
reservists,  360,000  in  the  Army  National 
Guard,  75,000  in  the  Air  National  Guard, 
145,000  in  the  Navy  Reserves,  48,000  in  the 
Marine  Corps  Reserve,  and  72,000  in  the  Air 
Force  Reserve. 

“The  Army  National  Guard  will  man  an 
increased  number  of  Nike  antiaircraft  bat¬ 
talions,  and  the  Naval  Reserve  will  provide 
at  least  cadre  crews  for  48  destroyers  or  de¬ 
stroyer  escorts  by  the  end  of  1960. 

“The  Air  National  Guard,  its  aircraft 
already  90  percent  jet-powered,  will  be  fur¬ 
nished  more  modern  types  in  1960. 

“The  average  cost  of  maintaining  a  Regu¬ 
lar  serviceman  in  uniform  increases  from 
$3,885  annually  in  1958  to  $4,150  in  1959  and 
to  a  figure  estimated  at  $4,220  in  1960.  This 
is  chiefly  due  to  pay  increases  and  other 
added  costs.” 

“Veterans  op  Foreign  Wars 

op  the  United  States, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  February  27,  1959. 
“The  Honorable  Mike  Mansfield, 

U.S.  Senate,  W'ashington,  D.C. 

“My  Dear  Senator  :  As  commander  in  chief 
of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  I  recently 
had  an  opportunity  to  meet  with  leaders 
from  your  State  during  our  annual  legisla¬ 
tive  conference  in  Washington,  D.C.  Since 
talking  with  your  constituents,  I  thought  it 
advisable  to  write  you  on  a  matter  that  con¬ 
cerns  all  of  us — national  security. 

“The  VFW,  by  resolution  and  by  una¬ 
nimity  of  opinion,  feels  that  our  country  is 
losing  basic  military  strength  through  pro¬ 
posed  plans  to  reduce  our  defense  establish¬ 
ment.  We  believe,  and  we  are  on  record, 
that  our  country  should  have  a  balanced  de¬ 
fense  which  is  ready  to  move  at  a  moment’s 
notice  whether  on  the  ground,  on  the  seas, 
or  in  the  air.  We  further  believe  that  a  re¬ 
duction  in  our  ground  forces  in  the  face 
of  the  Khrushchev  challenge  over  Berlin  is 
unthinkable.  Even  though  the  Berlin  situa¬ 
tion  might  be  settled  peaceably,  there  are 
still  many  trouble  spots  in  the  world  where 
American  support  has  already  been  com¬ 
mitted. 

“It  is  our  understanding  that  unless  plans 
to  reduce  forces  are  halted,  the  Army  will  lose 
one  division  and  the  Marine  Corps  will  suffer 
drastic  cuts  in  its  combat  strength.  Our 
military  strength  must  be  great,  enough  to 
insure  peace. 

“We  are  told  that  Russia  has  27  divisions 
on  the  borders  of  Western  Europe  alone. 
Instead  of  a  reduction  of  forces,  the  VFW 
knows  that  the  American  people  are  willing 
to  pay  more  for  defense,  if  necessary,  and 
we  should  keep  our  ground  forces  at  least 
at  the  level  recommended  by  the  Congress 
which  was  900,000  in  the  Army  and  200,000 
in  the  Marine  Corps. 

“We  would  appreciate  hearing  from  you  on 
this  matter  and  if  you  agree  with  us,  I  sin¬ 
cerely  hope  that  you  will  lend  your  influence 
and  support  toward  maintaining  our  mili¬ 
tary  and  naval  forces  at  the  above  strength. 
“Sincerely  yours, 

“John  W.  Mahan, 
Commander  in  Chief  “ 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  yield. 


Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  want  to  make 
it  clear  I  am  not  opposing  what  the  Sen¬ 
ator  says  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  The  Senator  has 
made  it  clear. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  simply  point 
out  that  in  my  opinion,  and  also  in  the 
opinion  of  the  counsel  of  the  Depart- ' 
ment  of  Defense  the  language  will  have 
to  be  considerably  altered  if  it  is  to  be 
included  in  the  bill.  I  am  sure  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Montana  does  not  want  the 
complete  operation  of  the  Army  stopped 
and  does  not  want  the  complete  pay  of 
each  man  in  the  Navy  stopped,  which 
may  be  the  effect  of  the  present  lan¬ 
guage. 

Mi’.  MANSFIELD.  I  will  say,  most  re¬ 
spectfully  that,  in  my  opinion  what  he 
mentions  will  not  happen.  If  those  in 
authority  can  find  a  way  to  reduce  the 
Army  and  the  Marine  Corps,  I  am  sure 
they  can  find  a  way  to  bring  about  a 
restoration  of  strength  both  with  re¬ 
gard  to  an  Army  of  900,000  and  to  a 
Marine  Corps  of  200,000,  in  line  with 
the  intent  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  All  we  want  to  do  is 
to  serve  clear  notice  on  the  administra¬ 
tion  that  we  want  an  Army  of  900,000 
men  and  a  Marine  Corps  of  200,000  men, 
and  that  we  do  not  want  these  cuts  to 
continue;  and  that  .we  want  their 
strengths  to  be  built  up  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  yield. 

Mr. .  SALTONSTALL.  I  understand 
that  completely,  I  will  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois,  but  I  am  confident 
that  the  Senator  from  Illinois  wants  this 
done  so  that  the  complete  operation  of 
all  the  870,000  men  in  the  Army  and  the 
complete  pay  for  all  the  men  in  the 
Navy  and  the  Marine  Corps  will  not  be 
stopped. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  commend 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  for  his  state¬ 
ment.  I  hope  those  in  authority  under¬ 
stand  it.  I  know  the  Senate  under- 
stands'it. 

I  think  it  is  high  time  that  those  who 
are  trying  to  run  the  Army  understand 
what  the  Congress  intends  for  them  to 
do.  The  Congress  made  itself  clear  last 
year,  and  the  Congress  is  making  itself 
clear  now.  This  is  a  coequal  branch  of 
the  Government.  We  have  some  voice 
in  the  matter,  and  we  have  some  in¬ 
terest. 

I  commend  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
for  what  he  has  said.  I  think  he  has 
put  it  on  the  line.  I  think  those  who 
are  running  the  Army  ought  to  sit  up 
and  take  notice. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mon¬ 
tana  [Mr.  Mansfield],  for  himself  and 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  vote  by  which  the  amend¬ 
ment  was  agreed  to  be  reconsidered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  move  to  lay  that  motion  on  the 
table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  John¬ 
son]  to  lay  on  the  table  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Mans¬ 
field]  to  reconsider. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  BYRD  of  West  Virginia.  Mr. 
President,  I  wish  to  express  my  gratitude 
and  my  compliments  to  the  chairman  of 
the  Appropriations  Committee  and  to 
the  other  members  of  that  committee  for 
including  funds  in  the  bill  for  forest  land 
development.  I  offered  an  amendment  in 
committee,  in  behalf  of  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  [Mr.  Randolph],  to  add  a 
little  over  $2  million  for  forest  land  de¬ 
velopment,  to  be  used  for  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  national  forests,  and  forest  roads 
and  trails  in  areas  of  the  country  that 
are  burdened  with  substantial  unemploy¬ 
ment.  The  committee  accepted  the 
amendment,  but  increased  the  amount  to 
$3  million,  $2.5  million  of  which  would 
be  used  for  forest  land  development,  and 
$500,000  for  forest  roads  and  trails.  The 
$2.5  million  would  be  utilized  for  timber 
stand  improvement,  reforestation,  forest 
pest  control,  recreation  improvements, 
watershed  rehabilitation,  fire  protection, 
rehabilitation  of  storage  buildings  and 
fire  lookouts,  wild  life  habitat,  and  gen¬ 
eral  land  improvements;  and  the  $500,000 
would  be  used  for  road  and  trail  con¬ 
struction,  including  bridge  construction 
and  replacement. 

Mr.  President,  the  total  cash  receipts 
from  the  sale  of  national  forest  timber 
and  related  resources  now  exceeds  a  bil¬ 
lion  dollars.  This  amount  is  expected 
to  be  doubled  within  the  next  10  years. 
Research  in  new  uses  for  hardwoods,  bet¬ 
ter  protection  from  insects  and  disease, 
and  improved  quality  of  tree  growth  are 
needed.  As  Secretary  Ezra  Taft  Benson 
has  said,  what  is  done  in  the  next  10  to 
15  years  will  largely  determine  whether 
these  vastly  important  public  lands  will 
contribute  by  the  year  2000  their  fair 
share  to  a  greatly  expanding  national 
economy.  The  demand  for  quality  tim¬ 
ber  will  continue  to  increase,  and  from 
the  standpoint  of  national  security,  it  is 
important  that  we  not  only  conserve  our 
national  forests,  but  that  we  also  im¬ 
prove  the  quality  of  the  timber  and  re¬ 
forest  many  areas  that  have  been  robbed 
of  natural  tree  growth.  Protection  of 
watersheds  and  water  quality  is  always  a 
primary  objective,  and  much  of  the  Na¬ 
tion’s  water  flow  originates  in  our  na¬ 
tional  forests.  Water  is  already  a  most 
precious  commodity  in  many,  areas,  and 
no  realistic  dollar  value  can  be  placed  on 
water  from  the  national  forests.  A  vig¬ 
orous  national  forest  conservation  pro¬ 
gram  will  improve  soil  stabilization,  re¬ 
sult  in  more  regular  stream  flow,  en¬ 
hance  water  quality,  and  foster  infiltra¬ 
tion  of  water  in  underground  storage. 
These  results  will  ultimately  lessen  the 
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need  for  construction  of  surface  reser¬ 
voirs. 

Recreation  has  now  become  a  major 
forest  use.  People  from  our  cities  are 
traveling  increasingly  to  the  national 
forests  for  recreation,  hunting,  camp¬ 
ing,  and  fishing,  and  to  enjoy  the  scenic 
beauty  of  nature’s  great  out-of-door 
theater.  The  recreational  use  of  our 
national  forests  is  expected  to  double 
within  the  next  10  years.  As  America’s 
population  and  economy  expand,  we  in 
the  Congress  should  make  sure  that  the 
management,  protection,  and  use  of  the 
resources  of  our  national  forests  ex¬ 
pand  also. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  that  the  in¬ 
clusion  of  these  additional  monies  for 
forest  land  management  and  forest 
roads  and  trails  is  a  step  in  the  right 
direction.  I  hope  that  a  program  can  be 
successfully  initiated  which  will  pay 
tremendous  dividends  to  the  Nation  in 
terms  of  conservation  of  forest  and  land 
and  water  resources.  At  the  same  time, 
many  of  the  unemployed  individuals  in 
areas  of  substantial  unemployment  can 
be  put  to  work  in  wholesome  surround¬ 
ings  and  in  a  wholesome  way.  He  who 
plants  a  tree  does  hot  plant  it  for  him¬ 
self,  but  for  future  generations;  and 
money  spent  in  preserving  and  improv¬ 
ing  our  national  forests  is  money  spent 
in  the  building  of  a  stronger  and  better 
Nation. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  President,  as 
a  cosponsor  of  this  amendment,  it  is  with 
genuine  earnestness  that  I  speak  in  its 
behalf.  I  have  strongly  supported  legis¬ 
lation  to  aid  the  national  forests — par¬ 
ticularly  those  within  West  Virginia — 
throughout  my  service  in  the  Congress. 
While  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  from  the  West  Virginia  Sec¬ 
ond  District,  I  worked  with  diligence  for 
the  development  of  the  George  Wash¬ 
ington  National  Forest  and  the  Monon- 
gahela  National  Forest,  both  of  which 
are  within  that  area.  In  fact,  the  head¬ 
quarters  for  the  Monongahela  National 
Forest  is  situated  in  my  own  home  town 
of  Elkins,  W.  Va.  Therefore,  my  sup¬ 
port  of  this  present  amendment  to  im¬ 
prove  our  national  forests  is  based  upon 
a  background  of  effort  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  President,  I  firmly  believe  that 
the  matter  under  discussion — submitted 
by  my  colleague  from  West  Virginia 
[Mr.  Byrd]  and  myself  for  the  purpose 
of  intensifying  national  forest  opera¬ 
tions  in  States  that  are  afflicted  by 
severe  unemployment — is  a  reasonable 
program  by  which  we  might  pursue  a 
double  goal.  Not  only  will  we  be  bring¬ 
ing  economic  relief  to  those  families  and 
communities  and  areas  which  are  feel¬ 
ing  the  agonizing  pinch  of  joblessness, 
but  we  will  also  bring  to  those  sections 
the  multitude  of  benefits  that  come  from 
improved  forest  lands. 

My  colleague  the  junior  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]  has  compre¬ 
hensively  outlined  the  many  rewards 
that  would  be  shared  from  the  better¬ 
ment  of  the  improvement  of  the  forests. 
And  I  will  not  elaborate  upon  them,  ex¬ 
cept  to  point  out  that  the  valuable  proj¬ 
ects  were  not  hastily  dreamed  up  as  a 
make-work  proposition.  I  am  informed 
by  the  U.S.  Forest  Service  that  the 


money  is  to  be  spent  for  projects  which 
have  long  been  planned  and  under  study, 
but  for  which  adequate  funds  have  not 
been  available.  By  providing  these 
funds,  Mr.  President,  we  will  give  our 
regions  of  joblessness  a  twofold  benefit 
which  I  believe  is  more  than  worth  the 
relatively  modest  amount  of  money  that 
will  be  required. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I  send 
an  amendment  to  the  desk  and  ask  that 
it  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated  for  the  infor¬ 
mation  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  7,  lines  19 
and  20,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out 
“$200,000,000”  and  to  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  “$100,000,000.” 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
amendment,  so  that  all  Senators  will  be 
on  notice.  The  Senator  from  Louisiana 
informs  me  that  he  anticipates  his  ad¬ 
dress  will  last  about  an  hour.  We  will 
then  have  a  little  time  for  reply,  and  all 
Senators  can  be  on  notice  that  we  will 
have  a  vote  thereafter. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  the 
purpose  of  my  amendment  is  to  reduce 
the  supplemental  appropriation  for  the 
Development  Loan  Fund  to  $100  million. 
This  would  bring  the  committee’s  bill  in 
agreement  with  what  the  House  has  pro¬ 
vided  for  the  Development  Loan  Fund. 
The  Senate  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  has  recommended  $200  million  for 
this  purpose. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  that  more  Sena¬ 
tors  were  on  the  floor  to  hear  what  I 
have  to  say  regarding  the  Development 
Loan  Fund.  As  all  Senators  know,  I 
have  made  yearly  trips  abroad  for  the 
purpose  of  investigating  our  foreign  aid 
program. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  have  often  stated 
on  the  floor,  I  make  no  apologies  for 
supporting  the  Marshall  plan  as  it  was 
originally  presented  to  this  body.  All  of 
us  know  that  the  Marshall  plan  was  be¬ 
gun  on  a  more  or  less  loan  basis,  but  the 
wide-eyed  bureaucrats  who  were  placed 
in  charge  of  the  program  thought  that 
method  was  too  slow.  Instead  they  af¬ 
fected  changes  which  made  our  foreign 
aid  program  into  one  almost  wholly  de¬ 
pendent  on  grants.  In  the  last  13  years 
we  have  spent  in  excess  of  $70  billion  in 
order  to  assist  our  friends  across  the  seas. 

Two  years  ago,  when  the  concept  of 
grant  aid  began  to  get  into  trouble  as 
a  result  of  a  short-lived  economy  drive 
which  engulfed  the  country  at  that  time, 
the  Development  Loan  Fund  was  placed 
on  the  statute  books.  I  feared  then, 
that  the  Development  Loan  Fund  was 
going  to  take  the  same  course  as  the  al¬ 
ready  discredited  grant  aid  program. 

In  the  floor  debate  last  year  on  the 
mutual  security  appropriation  bill,  I 
said; 

If  any  kind  of  a  foreign  aid  program  can 
be  justified,  it  is  in  the  establishment  of 
various  loan  funds — be  it  the  Development 
Loan  Fund,  or  this  new  fund  President 
Eisenhower  has  suggested  to  aid  in  the 
development  of  the  Arab  countries. 

But  at  the  same  time,  I  also  voiced  a 
warning  about  what  could  happen  to  the 
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Development  Loan  Fund  if  Congress  did 
not  keep  a  close  watch  on  it.  I  said  at 
that  time: 

Under  the  circumstances,  I  approach  the  ~ 
loan  fund  idea  with  fear  and  trepidation, 
but,  as  I  have ,  stated,  I  am  compelled  to 
more  or  less  endorse  it  because  it  holds  out 
the  only  prospect  of  our  obtaining  some  re¬ 
turn,  no  matter  how  small,  on  any  further 
foreign  aid  expenditures  the  Congress  may 
provide.  However,  I  warn  Senators  that  they 
must  not  regard  the  Development  Loan  Fund 
as  a  bright  and  shining  hope.  *  *  * 

I  must  warn  the  Senate  that  the  rats  have 
been  in  the  corncrib  already.  The  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund  already  shows  signs  of  be¬ 
ing  raided  by  the  big-shot  bureaucrats  who 
administer  the  program. 

I  urge  Senators  to  keep  a  close  eye  on  this 
Fund.  It  should  not  be  used  to  assist  coun¬ 
tries  that  have  already  received  a  bountiful 
share  of  our  generosity.  If  we  turn  our 
backs,  it  will  be  raped,  just  as  the  philosophy 
behind  the  original  Marshall  plan  has  been 
torn  and  shredded  by  the  would-be  empire 
builders  in  the  executive  branch. 

Much  to  my  regret,  it  is  my  duty  to  in¬ 
form  Senators  that  my  apprehensions 
have  borne  fruit.  What  I  feared  has 
come  to  pass. 

When  the  development  loan  fund 
program  was  originally  justified  to  the 
Congress,  we  were  told  that  its  assets 
would  be  made  available  to  the  newly 
independent  and  underdeveloped  coun¬ 
tries  of  the  world — and  that  in  this  con¬ 
nection  it  would  be  particularly  helpful 
to  our  good  friends  in  Latin  America. 

We  were  told  that  the  Development 
Loan  Fund  would  be  a  means  of  reduc¬ 
ing  grant  assistance  to  countries  all 
over  the  world. 

We  were  told  that  these  loans  would 
be  made  in  such  a  manner  as  to  en¬ 
courage  private  enterprise  and  aid  the 
underdeveloped  countries  to  fight  the 
spectre  of  socialism,  which  would  end 
their  democratic  lives  before  they  had 
really  begun. 

Finally,  we  were  told  that  we  must 
continue  our  foreign  aid  program — in¬ 
cluding  the  Development  Loan  Fund — 
on  the  basis  that  it  is  our  Christian  duty 
to  do  so. 

I  should  like  to  discuss  in  some  detail 
a  few  of  the  reasons  for  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  the  Development  Loan  Fund, 
particularly  in  light  of  what  has  tran¬ 
spired  over  the  2  years  that  the  Fund 
has  been  in  existence. 

POINT  I 

Although  the  loans  were  to  be  made 
to  independent  and  underdeveloped 
countries  of  the  world,  events  show  that 
before  the  ink  was  dry  on  the  $300  mil¬ 
lion  appropriation  made  for  the  fiscal 
year  1958,  the  guardians  of  the  Fund  had 
made  a  loan  of  $3  million  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  Netherlands  to  finance  a 
housing  project  in  Australia  which  was 
being  constructed  to  effect  the  resettle¬ 
ment  of  Dutch  emigrants  from  the  East 
Indies. 

Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  know 
who  in  this  chamber  can  classify  the 
Netherlands  and  Australia  as  either 
newly  independent  or  underdeveloped 
countries. 

Yet,  the  managing  director  of  the  De¬ 
velopment  Loan  Fund  told  the  Senate 
Appropriations  Committee  that,  in  his 
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opinion,  Australia  is  an  underdeveloped 
country,  in  some  respects. 

I  point  out  that  if  Australia  is  an  un¬ 
derdeveloped  country,  since  it  contains 
some  sections  which  have  not  yet  been 
completely  industrialized,  then  our  49th 
State  of  Alaska  can  very  well  apply  for 
loans  from  the  Development  Loan  Fund 
under  this  same  line  of  reasoning. 

Many  other  States,  particularly  those 
in  the  West,  could  also  qualify  under 
this  broad  definition  of  “underde¬ 
veloped.” 

This  particular  $3  million  loan  dis¬ 
turbed  me,  Mr.  President,  because  I 
could  already  sense  that  changes  were 
being  effected  in  the  original  idea  of 
creating  a  fund  to  loan  money  for  worth¬ 
while  projects  in  underdeveloped  coun¬ 
tries.  I  could  feel  that  the  original  plan 
was  being  molded  into  the  image  of  the 
existing  foreign  aid  program,  namely, 
that  by  sheer  volume  of  money  alone,  we 
can  buy  all  the  allies  we  need — all  the 
military  and  economic  strength  the  free 
world  requires  for  survival. 

It  should  be  abundantly  clear  by  now 
to  all  of  our  dreamy-eyed  foreign  aid 
planners  that  this  theory  has  not 
worked,  and  never  will  work.  Yet  they 
continue  to  push  their  discredited  the¬ 
ory.  Now  that  their  concept  of  foreign 
aid  has  been  proven  a  failure  they  seek 
to  hide  their  actions  by  perverting  the 
Development  Loan  Fund,  which  origi¬ 
nally  was  advanced  and  justified  as  a 
worthwhile  program,  designed  to  assist 
backward  countries  to  help  themselves. 

I  questioned  the  Director  of  the  Loan 
Fund,  Mr.  Dempster  McIntosh,  at 
length,  in  an  effort  to  obtain  some  ra¬ 
tional  justification  for  the  Australian 
housing  project  loan.  At  this  point,  Mr. 
President,  I  ask  Senators  to  turn  to  page 
645  of  the  hearings  on  the  second  sup¬ 
plemental  bill  for  1959.  I  will  read  from 
that  page  now,  so  that  Senators  who 
were  not  able  to  attend  the  hearings 
will  learn  how  the  director  justified  this 
$3  million  Netherland-Australia  loan. 
I  quote  from  the  hearings: 

Mr.  McIntosh.  The  loans  which  have 
been  concluded,  in  Europe  are  a  loan  to  the 
Netherlands  in  connection  with  the  reset¬ 
tlement  of  immigrants  in  Australia. 

Senator  Ellender.  Will  you  describe 
that  loan  to  us  and  tell  us  why  it  was  made? 

Mr.  McIntosh.  That  loan  was  made 
largely  because  of  the  legislative  history  of 
the  Development  Loan  Fund.  During  the 
debate  on  the  basic  authorizing  legislation 
for  the  Development  Loan  Fund  several 
Members  of  Congress  brought  up  the  matter 
of  financing  the  settlement  of  butch  immi¬ 
grants  into  Australia  and  put  on  the  record 
the  statement  that  this  was  one  of  the  pur¬ 
poses  for  which  the  Development  Loan  Fund 
would  be  formed. 

So  it  was  in  recognition  of  that  that  it 
was  recommended  that  the  loan  should  be 
made. 

Senator  Ellender.  Why  didn’t  Australia 
make  the  loan? 

Mr.  McIntosh.  Australia  is  also  financ¬ 
ing  it  in  part. 

Senator  Ellender.  Why  doesn’t  Australia 
contribute  the  whole  amount?  Certainly 
its  financial  situation  is  good  and  it  will  be 
the  beneficiary  since  it  is  in  dire  need  of 
immigrants, 

I  leave  my  prepared  remarks  to  say 
that  I  have  visited  Australia  on  four  oc¬ 
casions  in  the  past  13  years,  and  I  have 


seen  much  prosperity  there.  Australia 
could  easily  have  financed  this  program. 
But  no,  our  do-gooders  had  the  develop¬ 
ment-loan  pie  available  and  just  had  to 
find  ways  and  means  to  dispose  of  it. 
This  Fund  was  to  be  used  for  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  underprivileged  and  underdevel¬ 
oped  countries,  and  not  for  the  purpose 
of  supplying  funds  to  a  prosperous, 
established  country. 

Mr.  TALMADGE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TALMADGE.  I  wish  to  associate 
myself  with  the  remarks  of  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Louisiana,  and  to 
commend  him  for  the  diligence  with 
which  he  has  fought  this  flagrant  waste 
of  money  throughout  the  world. 

Is  it  not  true  that  the  money  we  are 
lending  or  giving  away  is  money  which 
we  have  borrowed  from  our  own  citizens? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  It  is  all  borrowed 
money.  That  is  true  of  every  dollar  used 
in  the  foreign  aid  program.  The  entire 
$3.9  billion  which  has  been  requested  by 
the  administration  for  the  Mutual  Secu¬ 
rity  Program  for  fiscal  year  1960  must 
be  derived  entirely  from  borrowed  funds. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  may  say  to  my 
good  friend,  the  Senator  from  Georgia, 
that  as  of  the  end  of  the  current  fiscal 
year  the  estimated  deficit  will  approxi¬ 
mate  $13  billion.  But,  not  withstanding 
these  facts,  the  administration  continues 
to  advance  money  to  countries  which 
are  better  off  than  we. 

Mr.  TALMADGE.  Is  it  not  true  that 
some  of  our  own  bonds  are  selling  for 
as  much  as  15  points  below  par? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  has  been 
pointed  out  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
many  times. 

Mr.  TALMADGE.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  know  of  any  Australian 
bonds  which  are  selling  at  15  points 
below  par? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  have  never  looked 
into  the  matter,  but  I  am  sure  Aus¬ 
tralia  is  better  off  than  we  are.  As  I 
said  before,  Australia  is  one  of  the  most 
prosperous  countries  in  the  world.  It 
has  a  population  in  excess  of  8  million, 
and  land  area  almost  equal  to  that  of 
the  United  States.  Yet  the  Board  of 
the  Development  Loan  Fund  has  ap¬ 
proved  this  loan  of  $3  million. 

Mr.  TALMADGE.  I  congratulate  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Louisiana. 

I  assure  him  that  he  has  the  support  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Georgia  in  his 
endeavors  to  bring  some  reason  into 
these  economic  and  foreign  aid  programs. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  hope  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Georgia  will  re¬ 
main  a  little  longer  on  the  floor.  I  want 
to  show  how  the  original  concepts  of  the 
Development  Loan  Fund  ai’e  being  per¬ 
verted. 

Mr.  TALMADGE.  I  assure  the  Sena¬ 
tor  that  I  shall  remain  on  the  floor  and 
listen  with  interest  to  his  further  re- 

marks 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  Senator  from 
Louisiana  has  touched  on  a  very  im¬ 
portant  point.  Can  he  tell  the  Senate 
whether  there  has  ever  been  put  into 


the  Record  a  list  of  the  loans  upon 
which  commitments  have  been  made? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  shall  present  the 
list  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  note  that  on  pages 
673  and  674  of  the  committee  report 
there  is  a  list  of  some  loans.  However, 
they  do  not  total  more  than  $300  mil¬ 
lion. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  is  not  a  com¬ 
plete  list. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Those  have  never 
been  made  public  up  to  now,  have  they? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  They  are  now  being 
made  public. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  But  they  are  not 
printed  in  the  Record  anywhere,  are 
they? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  'No. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Therefore,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  is  introducing  evidence  which  the 
public  has  not  previously  had,  is  he  not? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

I  now  return  to  my  prepared  text  and 
continue  my  quotation  from  the  testi¬ 
mony  of  the  Development  Loan  Fund  Di¬ 
rector,  Mr.  McIntosh,  before  the  Senate 
Appropriations  Committee: 

Mr.  McIntosh.  We  made  that  loan  for  sev¬ 
eral  reasons,  one  being  that  it  was  part  of 
the  record  of  the  legislative  history  expressed 
by  various  Members  of  Congress  that  this 
loan  was  the  type  of  loan  for  which  the 
Development  Loan  Fund  was  created. 

Mr.  TALMADGE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  again? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 
Mr.  TALMADGE.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
copy  of  the  Wall  Street  Journal  for 
Thursday,  April  30,  1959.  On  page  25 
thereof  are  shown  quotations  of  the  mar¬ 
ket  price  of  foreign  bonds.  I  read  as 
follows : 

Australian  5s,  of  1972.  The  high  yes¬ 
terday  was  102.  The  low  yesterday  was 
101 %.  The  closing  price  yesterday  was 
102. 

Australian  5s,  of  1978.  The  high  yes¬ 
terday  was  100%.  The  low  was  100%. 
They  closed  at  100%. 

Australian  4%s  which  mature  in  1973. 
The  high,  low,  and  close  yesterday  was 
100.  That  is  exactly  par.  The  other 
bonds  were  quoted  above  par. 

Australian  4%s  of  1971.  They  closed 
yesterday  at  98. 

Australian  3%s,  maturing  in  1962. 
They  closed  yesterday  at  96%. 

I  would  point  out  to  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  that  our  Government  now  is 
paying  in  excess  of  4  percent  to  borrow 
money,  whereas  Australia’s  3%  bonds 
yesterday  closed  at  96%. 

I  would  also  point  out  to  the  Senator 
that  the  bonds  of  the  Government  of 
Australia  are  bringing  a  premium  over 
our  own  bonds.  Yet  we  find  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  in  the  ridicu¬ 
lous  position  of  borrowing  money  which 
it  does  not  have  and  paying  a  higher  in¬ 
terest  rate  than  the  citizens  of  Australia 
would  have  to  pay;  yet  our  own  bonds 
are  selling  for  less  than  par. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  for  his  contribution.  To  go 
back  to  my  quotation  from  the  testimony 
of  Mr.  McIntosh : 

Senator  Ellender.  Will  you  name  those 
Congressmen?  Did  you  follow  their  advice? 
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Mr.  McIntosh.  Yes.  we  would  follow  the 
advice  of  the  Senate  as  included  in  the  legis¬ 
lative  history.  We  take  such  advice  into 
consideration  in  making  our  loans. 

Senator  Ellender.  Do  you  mean  individ¬ 
ual  Senators  or  the  Senate  as  a  body?  How 
many  Congressmen  advised  you  to  make  this 
loan  to  Australia? 

Mr.  McIntosh.  I  think  three  or  four  Con¬ 
gressmen  went  on  record  that  they  were  in 
favor  of  it. 

Senator  Ellender.  And  that  is  one  of  the 
reasons  you  made  it? 

Mr.  McIntosh.  That  is  one  of  the  rea- 
sons — the  legislative  history — that  this  was 
an  example  of  the  type  of  project  for  which 
the  Development  Loan  Fund  should  make 
loans. 

Senator  Ellender.  To  encourage  emigra¬ 
tion  to  a  country  which  is  well  able  to  take 
care  of  the  problem  itself? 

In  other  words,  Mr.  President,  because 
three  or  four  Congressmen  requested  it,  a 
$3  million  loan  was  made  to  this  project, 
according  to  Mr.  McIntosh. 

In  my  judgment,  this  answer  is  only 
begging  the  question.  The  loan  was 
made  in  clear  and  obvious  violation  of 
the  concepts  of  the  Development  Loan 
Fund. 

If  this  were  the  only  loan  made  by  the 
Development  Loan  Fund  which  was  sub¬ 
ject  to  criticism,  then  I  would  have  no 
real  reason  to  oppose  the  action  taken 
by  the  committee. 

But,  Mr.  President,  this  is  not  the  case. 

The  record  is  replete  with  many  more 
examples. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  list  for  Senators 
only  a  few:  $300,000  to  a  company 
wholly  owned  by  the  Italian  Govern¬ 
ment,  for  resettlement  of  Italian  immi¬ 
grants  in  Brazil;  $350,000  to  a  Brazilian 
company  for  the  resettlement  of  Dutch 
immigrants  in  Brazil;  $300,000  to  a  com¬ 
pany  wholly  owned  by  the  Italian  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  resettlement  of  Italian  im¬ 
migrants  in  Costa  Rica;  $12  million  for 
a  fertilizer  plant  in  Greece  which  would 
be  completely  owned  by  the  Greek  Gov¬ 
ernment. 

A  total  of  $225  million  in  application 
for  loans  to  Spain  and  Yugoslavia. 

Mr.  TALMADGE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TALMADGE.  The  Senator  is  the 
very  able  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry-  As  the  Sena¬ 
tor  knows,  there  has  been  some  criticism 
on  the  part  of  some  taxpayers  in  this 
country  with  respect  to  our  own  farm 
program,  which  seeks  to  aid  the  very 
low  income  of  the  American  farmers. 
Can  the  Senator  justify  a  loan  of  gift  to 
the  Government  of  Greece  for  a  fertilizer 
factory  in  Greece  when  our  own  farm¬ 
ers  are  being  pushed  off  the  farms  and 
forced  to  move  to  cities  to  try  to  find 
employment? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Of  course  it  cannot 
be  justified.  It  is  absolutely  shameful. 

As  I  pointed  out  previously,  one  of  the 
arguments  advanced  for  the  creation  of 
the  development  loan  fund  was  that  a 
fair  portion  of  it  would  be  used  to  help 
our  good  friends  to  the  south  of  us. 

We  all  recognize  that  the  nations  of 
Latin  America  are  in  need  of  additional 
credit  so  that  they  can  fully  expand  their 
economic  capabilities.  Many  of  us  are 
also  well  aware  that  the  future  of  the 


United  States  is  inexorably  linked  with 
that  of  the  nations  to  the  south  of  us. 

Vast  amounts  of  the  raw  materials 
needed  to  feed  the  industrial  machines  of 
our  Nation  are  located  there.  And 
there,  too,  is  also  the  largest  potential 
market  for  U.S.  products,  both  industrial 
and  agricultural. 

Mr.  President,  I  spent  7  weeks,  fol¬ 
lowing  the  adjournment  of  the  85th  Con¬ 
gress,  traveling  through  South  and  Cen¬ 
tral  America. 

My  findings  during  that  trip  are  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  report  I  made  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  entitled,  “A  Review  of  U.S.  Govern¬ 
ment  Operations  in  Latin  America.” 

I  would  like  to  read  to  Senators  what 
I  included  in  the  section  of  that  report 
entitled  “Conclusions”: 

The  United  States  needs  materials  for  its 
factories,  outlets  for  its  manufactured  prod¬ 
ucts,  the  assurance  of  growing  mtttual  trade 
with  the  nations  to  the  south.  In  fact,  I 
would  venture  to  again  say  that  if  the  wheels 
of  our  great  industrial  facilities  are  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  turn  at  their  present  rate,  we  will  be 
compelled  to  look  to  the  south  of  us  for  raw 
materials. 

In  my  judgment,  our  needs  and  the  needs 
of  our  Latin  American  neighbors,  if  properly 
directed,  can  be  the  basis  of  mutual  growth, 
stability  and  prosperity.  We  must  revitalize 
the  good  neighbor  policy — we  must  restore 
the  spirit  in  which  it  was  conceived. 

Truly,  the  two  continents  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere  are  neighbors,  and  neighbors  we 
must  remain.  The  factors  of  geography 
alone  so  dictate.  1 

Our  aspirations  are  similar;  our  origins  are 
essentially  the  same.  We  are  joined  by  a 
common  bond  of  history  and  a  common 
desire  for  freedom.  Our  ideals  are  founded 
on  a  spiritual  concept  of  man.  Our  belief  in 
the  rights  of  the  individual  is  so  sacred  that 
we  willingly  sacrifice  our  all  to  protect  them. 

These  concepts,  of  themselves,  offer  assur¬ 
ance  that  no  part  of  the  Western  Hemisphere 
is  likely  to  succumb  to  a  totalitarian  state. 

Above  all,  just  as  the  United  States  and 
our  Latin  American  neighbors  share  a  joint 
past,  so  much  we  share  a  joint  future.  As 
neighbors,  linked  by  common  bonds  of 
friendship,  history,  tradition,  and  culture, 
we  must  join  hands  today,  as  partners  in 
tomorrow. 

This  is  what  I  said  following  my  visit 
to  South  and  Central  America.  I  feel 
the  same  way  today. 

I  wish  I  could  furnish  Senators  with 
the  exact  figures  for  the  1960  economic 
grant  program  for  Greece.  When  I  was 
there  3  years  ago,  I  was  told,  as  my  re¬ 
port  will  show,  that  economic  grants 
were  to  be  stopped  because  the  economy 
of  Greece  had  increased  to  such  an  ex¬ 
tent  that  it  was  self-sustaining.  Instead, 
we  find  that  grants  for  Greece  have 
actually  increased. 

I  have  been  informed  that  I  cannot 
give  the  exact  figures  for  Greece,  be¬ 
cause  that  information  is  secret.  But 
I  invite  any  Senator  to  come  to  my  desk, 
where  he  can  see  exactly  what  has  been 
done  for  Greece  in  the  past  and  what  we 
will  do  for  Greece  in  fiscal  year  1960. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  also  invite  Senators 
to  come  to  my  desk,  where  they  may  see 
information  which  I  cannot  give  to  the 
Senate  in  public,  although  I  wish  I  could. 
Not  only  will  it  show  the  figures  for  each 
country,  but  also  it  will  disclose  that  we 
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are  supplying  aid  to  some  countries 
which  do  not  need  it  as  much  as  others. 
For  instance,  we  talk  about  how  much 
we  like  Latin  America.  I  want  Senators 
to  come  to  my  desk  and  see  the  difference 
between  the  amount  of  money  which  we 
have  supplied  Taiwan  and  the  amount 
we  have  supplied  to  Latin  America. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  My  hope  that  a  fair 
portion  of  money  allocated  to  the  De¬ 
velopment  Loan  Fund  was  to  be  used 
in  South  and  Central  America  was  one 
of  the  very  real  reasons  for  my  support 
of  the  creation  of  the  Fund. 

Once  again  I  must  report  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate  that  another  original  concept  of  the 
Development  Loan  Fund  has  gone  by  the 
board. 

The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  out  of 
the  $697  million  in  loans  already  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Development  Loan  Fund, 
only  $63  million — or  less  than  10  per¬ 
cent  of  the  total — is  going  to  Latin 
America. 

What  is  more,  out  of  $1.5  billion  in 
applications  now  on  hand,  only  $62  mil¬ 
lion — or  a  little  more  than  4  percent — 
come  from  Latin  America. 

This,  then,  raises  the  question,  where 
does  the  bulk  of  the  Development  Loan 
Fund  money  go? 

As  is  so  often  the  case,  these  exact 
figures  cannot  be  made  public  because 
of  a  security  classification  slapped  upon 
them  which,  in  my  judgment,  is  more  to 
hide  what  is  happening  from  the  eyes  of 
the  American  public  than  from  the  eyes 
of  our  enemies.  I  have  at  my  desk  a 
listing  of  exactly  who  gets  how  much, 
and  I  will  be  glad  to  show  it  to  any 
interested  Senator. 

However,  I  can  say  publicly  that  more 
than  60  percent  of  the  loans  signed  and 
applications  on  hand  are  from  11  coun¬ 
tries — Spain,  Greece,  Yugoslavia,  Tur¬ 
key,  Formosa,  Korea,  Pakistan,  India, 
Vietnam,  Thailand,  and  the  Philippine 
Islands. 

Are  the  names  of  the  countries  fa¬ 
miliar?  They  should  be,  for  they  are 
those  which  we  have  helped  most  hand¬ 
somely  in  the  past.  I  wish  that  I  might 
state  here,  in  public,  for  the  benefit  of 
the  American  people,  the  exact  dollar 
value  of  the  aid  we  have  extended  to 
each  of  these  countries  in  the  past  and 
the  amount  proposed  by  the  President 
for  fiscal  1960.  Security  classifications 
imposed  on  these  data  forbid  public  dis¬ 
closure  on  a  country-by-country  basis. 
Suffice  it  to  say  that  the  amounts  are 
staggering. 

However,  Mr.  President,  I  do  have 
figures  which  indicate  the  scope  of  our 
past  aid  to  those  countries  which  ac¬ 
count  for  the  bulk  of  Development  Loan 
Fund  commitments  and  applications. 

This  tabulation  shows  that  agreements 
totaling  $697.9  million  out  of  a  total  of 
$700  million  made  available  to  the  Fund 
thus  far  have  been  signed  with  coun¬ 
tries  which  we  have  already  assisted  to 
the  tune  of  over  $10  billion  in  military 
aid,  $9.1  billion  in  economic  grant  aid, 
and  $1.3  billion  in  loans  under  section 
402  of  the  Mutual  Security  Act  and  other 
authorities  granted  by  the  Congress. 

This  does  not  include  aid  granted  un¬ 
der  Public  Law  480,  which  I  shall  later 
call  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate.  Put 
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another  way,  Mr.  President,  the  coun¬ 
tries  to  whom  we  have  already  com¬ 
mitted  nearly  all  of  the  available  De¬ 
velopment  Loan  Fund  assets  provided  to 
date  have  already  received  from  us,  since 
World  War  n,  a  grand  total  of  over  $20 
billion. 

But,  evidently,  the  best  is  yet  to  come, 
because  these  countries  already  have 
filed  applications  for  another  $1.5  billion 
in  loans  from  the  Fund. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  the 


Record  a  table  which  shows  the  amount 
of  foreign  aid  to  countries  which  have 
obtained  or  have  applied  for  loans  from 
the  Development  Loan  Fund.  The  table 
is  not  detailed  by  country  because  of 
security  classification,  but  it  will  give  the 
Senate  and  the  American  people  an  idea 
of  how  much  we  have  given  to  certain 
areas  of  the  world. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 


Summary  of  foreign  aid  to  countries  which  have  obtained  or  have  applied  for  development 
loans,  period  of  time  covered  as  indicated  in  each  column 


[Amounts  in  thousands  ot  dollars] 


Region  and  country 

Development  loans 
through  Mai-.  31,  1959 

Total 
Develop¬ 
ment 
Loan 
Fund 
through 
Mar.  31, 
1959 

Military 
grants 
through 
June  30, 
1959 

Economic  assistance  through 
June  30,  1959 

Agree¬ 

ments 

Applica¬ 

tions 

Grants 

Loan 

agreements 
(excluding 
Public 
Law  480) 

Total 

Africa _ _ 

Europe... . . . . 

Near  East.. . . . 

South  Asia _ 

Ear  East _ 

Latin  America _ 

Grand  total . . 

$29, C40 
53, 100 
131,  700 
250,  450 
166,  876 
63, 140 

$140, 218 
255, 153 
304,  361 
405,  958 
306,  273 
62,  488 

$169, 858 
308, 253 
439,  061 
656,  408 
473, 147 
125,  628 

$44,  733 
2,  222,  200 
3, 155,  813 
418,  769 
3,  986,  097 
198,  935 

$240,  716 

1,  701,  509 

2,  241,  882 
449,  578 

4, 178,  297 
308, 118 

$53, 400 
277, 498 
307, 157 
475,  256 
192,  500 
23, 150 

$294, 116 

1,  979,  007 

2,  549,  039 
924,834 

4,  370,  797 
331,  268 

697,  906 

1,  474,  451 

2, 172,  357 

10, 026,  547 

9, 120, 100 

1,  328, 961 

10,  449,  061 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
indicated  a  moment  ago,  the  figures  I 
have  made  available  to  the  Senate  do 
not  incorporate  the  funds  which  were 
made  available  to  these  countries 
through  the  Public  Law  480  program. 
The  total  amount  of  sales  agreements 
concluded  with  these  same  countries  is 
estimated  at  $3,555,609,000  through  fiscal 
1960.  Of  this  amount,  $2,339,046,000  is 
scheduled  to  be  used  by  ICA  to  extend 
further  and  by  means  of  both  grants  and 
loans. 

While  the  names  of  the  countries  in¬ 
volved  are  familiar,  the  projects  within 
these  countries,  for  which  Development 
Loan  Funds  have  either  been  approved 
or  requested,  are  disgustingly  familiar, 
too. 

Let  us  consider  the  little  country  of 
Formosa — an  island  which,  figuratively 
speaking,  one  could  almost  jump  across. 
X  have  before  me  a  summary  of  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund  obligations  and  com¬ 
mitments  as  of  March  31,  1959.  I  ask 
Senators  to  indulge  me  just  a  moment 
while  I  compare  a  few  of  the  projects 
for  which  loans  have  been  approved  with 
several  I  found  in  operation  during  my 
visit  to  Formosa  back  in  1956.  Believe  it 
or  not,  they  are  often  the  same. 

For  example,  let  us  consider  the 
Shihman  multipurpose  dam.  Back  in 
1956,  the  ICA  estimated  the  total  cost 
of  this  project,  with  two  power  units,  at 
about  $46  million.  Of  tljis  amount  the 
United  States  Government  was  to  pro¬ 
vide  $16  million.  I  wish  to  remind  the 
Senators  that  was  back  in  1956. 

It  turns  out  that  the  Development 
Loan  Fund  has  approved  a  loan  for  the 
further  financing  of  this  project,  but  now 
we  find  that  it  will  cost  over  $72  million, 
and  Uncle  Sam’s  share  has  jumped  con¬ 
siderably — from  $16  million  to  more  than 
$29  million.  By  the  time  this  project  is 


completed,  if  it  ever  is,  we  can  only  guess 
at  what  its  actual  cost  will  be. 

Mr.  President,  I  was  in  Formosa  in 

1955,  as  well  as  in  1956.  I  visited  the 
ICA  offices  there.  At  that  time  plans 
were  already  made  for  construction  of 
the  Shihmen  Dam. 

As  chairman  of  the  Public  Works  Sub¬ 
committee  of  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee,  I  have  had  an  opportunity  to 
learn  much  about  public  works  in  our 
own  country,  and  I  believe  I  have  a  fair 
knowledge  of  such  projects. 

When  I  was  in  Taiwan  in  1955,  as  well 
as  in  1956,  I  questioned  the  wisdom  of 
building  the  Shihmen  Dam.  I  stated 
then  that  I  did  not  believe  the  benefits 
which  would  be  derived  from  its  con¬ 
struction  would  be  sufficient  to  justify 
the  cost. 

I  also  stated  in  1955,  and  again  in 

1956,  that  no  doubt  the  good  old  U.S.A. 
would  end  up  paying  for  the  entire  cost 
of  construction.  That  is  exactly  what  is 
happening  now. 

To  make  matters  worse,  Mr.  President, 
the  cost  of  this  project  has  now  in¬ 
creased  from  the  1956  estimate  of  $46 
million-plus  to  $72  million-plus. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question  or  two? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Wyoming. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Is  the  Shihmen 
Dam,  of  which  he  is  speaking,  the  dam 
in  Formosa,  or  Taiwan,  as  it  is  properly 
called,  which  is  being  constructed  by  the 
government  of  Chiang  Kai-shek  as  a 
multipurpose  dam? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  In  other  words,  it 
is  a  dam  of  the  government  of  Chiang 
Kai-shek,  to  create  a  reservoir  to  make 
public  power,  to  provide  recreation,  to 
provide  waters  for  irrigation,  and  for 
various  other  purposes. 


Mr.  ELLENDER.  And  also  flood  con¬ 
trol. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  And  flood  control, 
in  addition. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  the  cost  of  the  project  is  now  almost 
twice  as  much  as  it  was  estimated  it 
would  be  when  it  was  first  initiated? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Is  not  the  project 
included  in  the  projects  which  the  De¬ 
partment  of  State  wants  to  build  abroad 
under  the  development  loan  program? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  is  correct. 

I  would  also  like  to  call  to  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  my  good  friend  that  most  of  the 
contributions  made  by  the  local  govern¬ 
ment  would  be  derived  from  counterpart 
funds  made  available  to  the  Chinese 
Government  through  grants. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  this  is  the  project  for  which  the 
State  Department  last  fall  released  a 
loan  from  the  Development  Loan  Fund 
of  $21,500,000? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Are  not  the  funds 
of  which  we  speak,  the  $21,500,000  in  the 
latest  loan,  drawn  from  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States  in  the  form  of  Ameri¬ 
can  dollars? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  The  loan  is  to  be 
repaid.  Can  the  Senator  advise  us  how 
it  will  be  repaid? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  In  soft  money;  that 
is,  Taiwan  dollars.  And  I  might  point 
out  that  we  now  have  so  many  Taiwan 
dollars  that  we  do  not  know  what  to  do 
with  them. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  remember  so 
well  the  release  of  the  State  Department 
regarding  the  $21,500,000,  which  was  a 
small  item  as  development  loans  go.  The 
Department  stated  it  was  a  30 -year  loan, 
and  that  it  would  be  repaid  at  3  Ms  per¬ 
cent  interest,  and  that  both  the  interest 
and  principal  would  be  repaid  to  the 
United  States  in  Chinese  currency. 

May  I  ask  the  Seantor  from  Louisiana 
if  the  Chinese  currency  would  be  accept¬ 
able  by  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
as  a  payment  on  any  maturing  bond  or  as 
interest  upon  a  bond  of  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Of  course  not.  It 
would  not  be  so  accepted. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Could  we  spend 
that  money  anywhere  in  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  do  not  know  of 
any  way  or  place  it  could  be  spent  except 
on  the  Island  of  Formosa.  That  same 
situation  applies  not  only  in  Formosa,  but 
also  in  South  Vietnam,  South  Korea, 
and,  in  fact,  almost  all  of  the  countries 
to  which  development  loans  have  been 
made.  I  do  not  recall  the  exact  percent¬ 
age  of  the  loans  which  will  be  paid  back 
in  dollars,  but  it  is  very  small. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  the  loan  will  not  be  paid  back  in 
dollars  at  all? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  am  talking  about 
all  loans  made.  I  am  not  confining  my 
statement  to  loans  made  only  to  Taiwan. 
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Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  I  want  to  be  spe¬ 
cific  and  confine  my  statement  to  the 
loan  made  to  Taiwan. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Very  well.  That 
loan  is  not  to  be  repaid  in  dollars. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Can  the  Chinese 
currency  which  will  be  used  to  repay  the 
development  loan  for  the  Shihmen  Dam 
be  spent  in  India? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  No. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Can  it  be  spent  in 
Europe? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  No. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Can  it  be  spent  in 
any  other  country? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  It  can  be  spent 
only  in  Formosa,  as  I  have  said. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Only  in  Formosa. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Does  it  not 
amount  to  a  statement  that  the  Chinese 
funds  cannot  be  spent  anywhere  except 
in  Formosa?  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  in  most 
of  the  countries  which  issue  soft  money, 
which  are  supposed  to  repay  our  loans 
and  pay  for  interest  on  our  American 
dollars,  the  funds  cannot  even  be  used 
except  for  local  U.S.  expenditures. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  And  not  without 
the  consent  of  the  Taiwan  government 
itself,  for  fear  of  causing  inflation? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  Senator  is  con- 
rect.  I  repeat,  except  in  a  few  coun¬ 
tries,  all  the  loans  are  to  be  repaid  in  soft 
currencies.  The  funds  can  be  used  only 
in  the  borrowing  country. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  the  Soviet  Government  is  waging 
an  economic  war  against  this  country? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  It  surely  is. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  when  we  take  American  dollars  out 
of  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  and 
spend  them  under  the  development  loan 
program,  to  be  repaid  in  soft  currencies, 
we  are  only  helping  the  Communists  to 
wage  their  economic  war  against  us? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  As  I  shall  say  later 
in  my  address,  the  Senator  from  Wyo¬ 
ming  is  correct. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  the  $200  million  which  the  Senate 
is  asked  to  provide  today  is  an  appro¬ 
priation  that  will  be  added  to  the  ex¬ 
penditures  of  this  Government  during 
the  fiscal  year  1959 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  money  will  be 
committed. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  But  it  will  be  al¬ 
located  as  an  expenditure  in  1959? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Of  course  we  will 
be  obligated. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  the  deficit  of  the  U.S.  Government 
for  fiscal  1959  is  already  over  $12  billion? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  As  I  said  a  while 
ago,  it  is  estimated,  that  our  Govern¬ 
ment  will  end  up  with  a  deficit  of  $13 
billion  for  fiscal  year  1959. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  There  is  not  any 
question  about  that. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  There  is  no  question 
about  it. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  So  when  we  are 
appropriating  $200  million  of  American 
money  from  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  to  be  repaid  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States  in  the  soft  currency  of 
foreign  countries,  we  are  in  force  and 


effect  making  grants  to  those  countries, 
are  we  not? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  There  is  no  doubt 
about  it.  Although  we  may  be  able  to 
use  some  infinitesimal  part  of  the  re¬ 
payments,  if  made,  for  our  own  use,  for 
example,  the  operation  of  our  Embas¬ 
sies. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
when  the  Development  Loan  Fund  was 
established,  and  last  year  Congress  was 
asked  to  appropriate  for  the -Fund,  the 
President  of  the  United  States  asked 
for  a  sum  considerably  larger  than  what 
the  Congress  granted? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes,  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  It  is  not  a  fact 
that  the  appropriation  was  something 
like  $250  million,  as  against  a  request 
for  $500  million? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  request  was  for 
$625  million.  As  I  remember.  Congress 
appropriated  $400  million. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  This  request,  then, 
is  to  restore  for  1959  the  amount  of  the 
request  Congress  rejected  in  the  last 
session.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  is  correct  in¬ 
sofar  as  the  Development  Loan  Fund  is 
concerned. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Yes.  I  am  talking 
only  about  the  Development  Loan  Fund. 
Is  it  not  also  a  fact  that  the  President 
has  submitted  a  request  to  the  Congress 
for  some  $750  million  for  the  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund  for  fiscal  1960? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  believe  the  figure 
is  $700  million. 

Mr.  O MAHONEY.  If  we  talk  about 
balancing  the  budget,  how  can  we  make 
sense  by  appropriating  American  dollars 
and  transmuting  them  into  foreign  cur¬ 
rencies? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  will  let  the  Senator 
answer  that  question. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  It  makes  no  sense. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  It  makes  no  sense 
whatever. 

Mr.  O ’MAHONEY.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator.  I  felt  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
made  a  wonderful  struggle  a  year  ago, 
and  I  know  he  is  making  a  wonderful 
struggle  now,  to  prevent  the  unwise  ex¬ 
penditure  of  American  funds  which  can¬ 
not  be  restored.  I  would  rather  by  far 
make  a  grant  than  to  pursue  this  policy, 
which  cloaks  the  grant  as  though  it  were 
something  to  be  repaid,  but  provides  for 
repayment  only  in  paper  money  which 
nobody  in  the  United  States  can  spend 
for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States, 
at  a  time  when  the  United  States  is 
confronted  with  a  terrific  economic  war 
being  waged  against  it  by  Nikita  Khru¬ 
shchev  every  day. 

I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH  and  Mr.  BYRD  of 
West  Virginia  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Tal- 
madge  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  yield;  and,  if  so,  to 
whom? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield  to  the  senior 
Senator  from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  has  perhaps  no 
peer  in  this  Body  with  respect  to  infor¬ 
mation  on  the  particular  subject  matter 
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which  he  brings  to  our  attention.  I  pay 
deserved  tribute  to  his  research  and  the 
diligence  with  which  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  has  pursued  this  important 
phase  of  aid  from  the  United  States  to 
other  nations  of  the  world. 

I  like  to  think,  as  does  the  Senator, 
generally  in  broad  gage  terms  of  our 
national  responsibility  to  international 
good  will  and  growth.  However,  I  should 
like  to  ack  the  Senator  if  the  particular 
project  he  was  discussing,  and  as  to 
which,  the  colloquy  with  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming  ensued,  was  in  the 
amount  of  21,509,0?0. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes,  letters  of  ad¬ 
vice  approving  a  loan  of  $21  y2  million 
have  already  gone  out.  Does  that 
answer  the  Senator’s  question? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Yes.  I  specifically 
had  in  mind  the  amount  of  money  for 
this  one  project  as  compared  with  the 
request  made  by  my  colleague  from 
West  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]  when,  as  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions,  he  presented  an  able  argument  on 
a  request  for  only  $2  million  for  the 
Summersville,  W.  Va.,  Reservoir,  a  proj  - 
ect  which  needs  completion  and  which 
is  ready  to  have  funds  appropriated  to 
bring  it  not  only  to  completion  but  to 
fruition. 

It  is  difficult  for  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  who  is  now  speaking,  to 
understand  the  reasoning  by  which  the 
amount  requested  by  my  colleague  from 
West  Virginia  was  denied.  I  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  that  the  West 
Virginia  delegation  as  a  whole  is  appre¬ 
ciative  of  the  support  which  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Louisiana  gave  to  the  request 
made  by  the  Senator  from  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  [Mr.  Byrd],  for  himself  and  for 
those  of  us  who  are  intensely  interested. 

As  we  give  necessary  funds  to  other 
countries — and  certainly  in  many  in¬ 
stances  this  is  very  desirable — we  should 
remember  that  in  a  State  such  as  West 
Virginia,  or  in  any  other  State,  there 
are  meritorious  projects  involving  rela¬ 
tively  small  amounts  of  money  which 
also  should  have  funds  provided  for 
them. 

I  thank  the  Senator  for  yielding. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  will  say  to  my 
good  friend  from  West  Virginia,  I  am 
sure  he  is  familiar  with  the  no-new-start 
policy  advocated  by  the  President  and 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  Under  terms 
of  this  policy  a  new  project,  like  the  one 
submitted  by  the  Senator’s  colleague 
from  West  Viriginia  [Mr.  Byrd],  cannot 
be  started.  I  wish  more  Senators  had 
been  present  yesterday  when  I  conducted 
hearings  before  the  Senate  Subcommit¬ 
tee  on  Public  Works  of  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations.  Delegation  after  dele¬ 
gation  came  before  the  committee.  Some 
were  from  Kentucky  and  some  from  Vir¬ 
ginia. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  was  also  present. 
I  had  the  privilege  of  testifying  early 
yesterday,  before  the  Senator  was  at  the 
hearing. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  These  delegations 
were  desirous  of  actually  saving  com¬ 
munities,  which  had  suffered  tremendous 
losses  in  the  last  3  or  4  years  from  floods. 

If  we  are  to  follow  what  the  President 
has  said,  namely  that  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  should  not  permit  new  starts. 
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the  project  to  which  the  Senator  refers 
and  those  other  worthy  projects  which 
came  to  my  attention  yesterday  will  also 
have  to  go  by  the  wayside.  My  point  is 
that  on  one  hand  we  are  being  told  that 
we  cannot  begin  worthwhile  projects  in 
our  country  but,  on  the  other  hand,  we 
are  asked  to  do  abroad  what  the  ad¬ 
ministration  refuses  to  do  in  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  President,  may 
I  add  one  comment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  yield  fur¬ 
ther? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  appreciate  the 
Senator’s  courtesy. 

My  comment  is,  Mr.  President — and 
I  say  this  in  good  humor  and  in  good 
faith — we  have  an  attitude  today,  I 
think,  within  too  many  echelons  of  the 
present  administration,  which  is  a  so- 
called  caretaker  attitude  instead  of  a 
creative  approach.  I  feel  that  a  bal¬ 
anced  budget,  desirable  as  it  is  on  the 
surface, -mut  be  realistically  approached 
as  we  study  these  matters.  When  we 
look  beneath  the  surface,  as  it  were,  we 
may  find,  perhaps,  that  a  balanced  bud¬ 
get  in  some  instances  and  in  some  degree 
can  be  a  deficit  budget,  when  measured 
against  the  needs  of  the  people  or  the 
valid  reasons  for  the  extension  of  such 
a  project  as  was  sponsored  by  my  col¬ 
league  from  West  Virginia. 

Sometimes,  I  repeat,  balanced  budgets 
can  become  deficit  budgets.  When  we 
fail  in  regard  to  our  own  people  some¬ 
times,  I  think  it  is  necessary  that  the 
Senate  be  reminded  of  this  very  com¬ 
pelling  fact.” 

Mr.  BYRD  of  West  Virginia  rose. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
now  yield  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
West  Virginia. 

Mr.  BYRD  of  West  Virginia.  Mr. 
President,  I  want  to  congratulate  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  for  the  tremen¬ 
dous  job  he  is  doing  in  this  field.  I  have 
served  with  the  Senator  on  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  I  know  that  he  is  deeply 
earnest  about  this  important  matter. 

I  know  the  Senator  has  conscientiously 
and  vigorously  opposed  further  wasting 
of  moneys,  as  we  are  doing  in  the  for¬ 
eign  aid  “rathole.”  I  compliment  him 
for  devoting  long  hours  of  study  to  this 
subject,  in  order  that  he  might  bring  it 
to  the  attention  of  the  Senate. 

We  hear  a  great  deal  about  balancing 
the  budget.  I  know  that  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  will  join  me  in  saying 
that  every  effort  has  been  made  by  the 
administration  to  cut  appropriations  or 
to  prevent  appropriations  which  might 
be  used  in  initiating  construction  of  new 
projects  in  my  own  State  and  in  other 
States,  where  such  projects  would  re- 
.  dound  to  the  best  interests  of  our  coun¬ 
try,  and  where  they  would  provide  em¬ 
ployment  for  many  of  our  fellow  human 
beings;  but  at  the  same  time  the  Presi¬ 
dent  insists  that  the  congressional  wood¬ 
man  spare  that  foreign  aid  tree — 

Touch  not  a  single  bough. 

In  youth  it  sheltered  me. 

And  I’ll  protect  it  now. 

I  join  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  in 
his  opposition  to  this  program.  This  is 


only  another  name  for  a  giveaway  pro¬ 
gram,  as  is  evident  from  the  statement 
made  by  Mr.  McIntosh.  It  is  pertinent 
to  refer  to  the  statement  at  this  point, 
because  a  moment  ago  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  [Mr.  O’Mahoney]  asked  a 
question  as  to  the  percentage  of  loans 
which  we  might  expect  to  be  repayable 
in  dollars.  In  answer  to  a  question  by 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana,  who  asked 
what  percentage  of  the  loans  would  be 
repayable  in  dollars,  Mr.  McIntosh  re¬ 
plied,  “about  20  percent.” 

I  think  it  is  evident  from  that  state¬ 
ment,  and  from  the  excellent  statement 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  has  made 
today,  that  we  are  making  “soft”  loans. 
There  is  no  security  for  them.  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  government  of  a  re¬ 
cipient  country  is  required  to  secure  a 
loan  made  to  a  private  borrower  there. 

We  are  making  loans  about  80  per¬ 
cent  of  which  will  be  paid  back  in  for¬ 
eign  currencies  which  cannot  be  con¬ 
verted. 

I  think  it  is  ridiculous  to  prostitute 
the  English  language  by  calling  this  kind 
of  transaction  a  loan.  It  is  nothing  but 
a  continuation  of  a  giveaway  program 
in  which  we  have  been  engaged  for  many 
years. 

I  am  in  favor  of  spending  a  dollar 
wherever  it  will  redound  to  the  best  inter¬ 
ests  of  Uncle  Sam.  I  think  there  are  a 
few  countries  which  need  our  assistance, 
and  I  am  for  assisting  countries  which 
are  interested  in  helping  themselves,  and 
which  will  stand  with  us  when  the  chips 
are  down.  I  do  not  believe  we  can  long 
continue  to  waste  money  in  65  or  70 
foreign  countries  when  our  own  national 
debt  is  greater  than  the  total  of  the 
national  debts  of  all  the  other  countries 
of  the  world  combined. 

I  am  in  favor  of  extending  sound 
loans,  but  we  must  reduce  the  program 
of  soft  loans,  which  are  in  reality  grants. 
We  are  going  to  have  to  come  to  our 
senses  and  stop  squandering  the  tax¬ 
payers’  money  by  scattering  it  promis¬ 
cuously  all  over  the  globe  if  we  hope  to 
remain  a  stable,  secure,  and  solvent 
nation. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Louisiana, 
and  I  intend  to  support  his  amendment 
to  cut  the  appropriation  by  $100  million. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  brief  statement? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  do  not  wish  to  re¬ 
fer  to  the  principal  subject  of  discussion, 
but  solely  to  the  subject  just  discussed 
by  the  two  distinguished  Senators  from 
West  Virginia. 

Let  me  make  it  clear  for  the  record 
that  no  one  could  have  been  more  elo¬ 
quent,  persuasive,  or  allout  in  his  appeal 
for  the  granting  of  the  four  items  of 
public-works  appropriations,  three  for 
construction  and  one  for  advance  plan¬ 
ning,  than  was  the  distinguished  junior 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd] 
in  committee.  The  same-  observation  is 
completely  true,  as  well,  to  the  eloquent 
speech  just  made  by  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Randolph].  It  was  not  because  of  any 
lack  of  advocacy  or  lack  of  warmth  of 
support  that  a  majority  of  the  committee 
was  persuaded  that  it  would  be  unwise  to 


include  those  particular  projects  in  a 
supplemental  bill. 

In  fairness  to  the  majority  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  who,  I  am  sure,  feel  as  does  the 
Senator  from  Florida,  who  was  among 
the  majority,  we  wish  very  much  to  help 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  and  the 
members  of  his  Subcommittee  on  Public 
Works  in  making  new  starts  where  work 
needs  to  be  done,  particularly  in  areas  of 
great  unemployment  such  as  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  now  is. 

I  propose  to  follow  that  course  this 
year  with  reference  to  the  projects  men¬ 
tioned  in  West  Virginia,  and  other  simi¬ 
lar  projects.  Let  me  make  it  clear,  first, 
that  I  support  the  Senator  from  Louisi¬ 
ana  in  his  heroic  efforts  year  after  year 
to  start  new  and  important  projects, 
particularly  in  places  where  they  will  do 
the  most  good  from  the  standpoint  of  re¬ 
lieving  unemployment. 

I  wish  the  Record  to  show  the  reasons 
which,  to  me,  at  least,  were  compelling, 
why  it  was  unwise  for  the  committee  to 
grant  the  eloquent,  determined,  and  de¬ 
dicated  request  made  by  the  Senators 
from  West  Virginia.  The  junior  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]  is  an  able 
and  active  member  of  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee.  He  was  certainly 
within  his  rights  in  advancing  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  his  own  State  as  is  the  senior 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  in  his  ad¬ 
dress  on  the  Senate  floor. 

Likewise,  the  able  junior  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Robertson]  is 
an  equally  dedicated,  eloquent,  and  con¬ 
structive  member  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee.  In  his  State,  only  a  few 
miles  away  from  one  of  the  projects  ad¬ 
vanced  by  the  Senators  from  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  also  in  an  area  of  great  unem¬ 
ployment  which  results  from  distress  in 
the  coal  mining  areas,  is  a  proposed  pro¬ 
ject  which  I  think  is  on  terms  of  equality 
with  those  advanced  by  the  Senators 
from  West  Virginia. 

There  are  similar  projects  in  the  State 
of  Michigan  and  in  Pennsylvania,  which 
^are  other  States  of  great  unemployment. 
*Such  projects  are  equally  entitled  to 
consideration  by  our  committee,  but  we 
were  without  the  benefit  of  the  presence 
on  our  committee  of  Senators  repre¬ 
senting  those  two  great  States,  which 
are  unfortunately  going  through  a  heavy 
unemployment  problem. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  can  speak 
only  for  himself,  but  he  does  not  doubt 
that  other  members  of  the  committee 
feel  as  he  does  about  getting  good  proj¬ 
ects  underway.  However,  under  the 
conditions  described,  it  was  felt  that  it 
would  be  unwise  to  place  such  projects 
in  this  particular  bill.  There  is  no  hos¬ 
tility  to  the  projects.  West  Virginia 
happens  to  have  been  the  State  of  resi¬ 
dence  of  my  mother  before  she  came  to 
Florida,  as  Senators  well  know.  The 
State  of  West  Virginia  happens  to  be  the 
only  State  in  which  the  Democratic 
Party  has  asked  me  to  participate  ac¬ 
tively  in  a  difficult  campaign  for  the 
election  of  Democratic  Senators,  which 
I  have  gladly  done. 

At  the  same  time,  we  must  stand  for 
sound  principles  in  approaching  prob¬ 
lems  of  this  kind.  I  believe  that  sound 
principles  require  projects  of  this  kind 
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to  be  considered  in  connection  with  the 
general  annual  bill.  I  hope  that  such 
projects,  including  not  only  the  projects 
advocated  by  the  Senators  from  West 
Virginia,  but  others  of  equal  importance 
and  concern  to  the  people  of  other  States 
such  as  Pennsylvania,  Michigan,  and 
perhaps  other  States,  will  be  included 
in  the  general  bill  this  year. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
First  I  wish  to  commend  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  for  offering  this  amend¬ 
ment.  I  know  that  he  has  done  so  be¬ 
cause  he  feels  that  it  is  right  and  just, 
and  will  be  in  the  best  interests  of  all  the 
taxpayers  of  the  United  States,  and  also 
eventually  in  the  best  interests  of  all 
concerned. 

I  have  always  voted  for  amendments 
along  this  line.  It  is  a  pleasure  for  me 
to  join  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  at 
this  particular  time  in  support  of  his 
amendment. 

We  have  many  problems  at  home. 
When  I  consider  the  condition  of  the 
farmers  of  this  Nation,  and  see  how 
little  we  are  doing,  I  think  of  how  we 
are  pouring  out  many  billions  of  dollars 
to  the  people  of  other  lands,  who  do  not 
carry  the  burden  of  paying  the  taxes 
which  result  from  such  expenditures. 

For  that  reason  I  wish  to  commend 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  for  his 
thoughtfulness  in  bringing  the  amend¬ 
ment  before  the  Senate.  I  hope  the- 
Senate  will  approve  it. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Louisiana  will,  of  course, 
recall  that  in  committee  the  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Virginia  voted  against  this 
increase  in  the  House  item  of  $100  mil¬ 
lion.  Needless  to  say  he  is  going  to 
support  the  current  effort  to  take  it  out 
of  the  bill.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  we  face 
a  potential  deficit  in  the  current  fiscal 
year  of  more  than  $12  billion? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Is  it  not  a 
fact - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Byrd 
of  West  Virginia  in  the  chair) .  The 
Senator  will  suspend  until  the  Senate  is 
in  order.  Those  wishing  to  converse  will 
please  retire  to  the  cloakrooms.  The 
Senator  will  not  continue  until  the  Sen¬ 
ate  is  in  order. 

The  Senator  may  proceed. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  If  we  do  not  in¬ 
crease  the  first-class  postal  rates  from 
4  cents  to  5  cents,  to  get  an  additional 
$350  million,  and  increase  the  gasoline 
tax,  in  order  to  get  $400  million  more, 
is  it  not  a  fact  that,  despite  the  fine 
leadership  of  our  splendid  and  able  ma¬ 
jority  leader  to  give  the  President  a 
smaller  budget  than  he  has  recommended 
to  us,  we  will  still  have  a  deficit  in  fiscal 
1960,  and  that  that  will  mean  that  what¬ 
ever  we  now  give  away  or  lend  is  going 
to  be  out  of  borrowed  money,  for  which 
we  will  pay  for  an  indefinite  period  per¬ 
haps  3V2  percent  interest;  and  that,  if  so, 


in  30  years  we  will  have  given  away  or 
loaned  twice  what  we  are  giving  away 
or  lending  now?  Is  it  not  also  a  fact  that 
we  have  recently  voted  to  put  between  $2 
billion  and  $3  billion  more  of  our  assets 
behind  the  International  Bank  for  Re¬ 
construction  and  Rehabilitation  and  in 
the  International  Monetary  Fund,  and 
that  we  have  also  enlarged  very  greatly 
the  capital  of  the  Export-Import  Bank? 
Is  it  not  also  a  fact  that  through  these 
two  international  banks  the  nations 
which  have  a  bankable  proposal,  which 
means  that  they  have  a  chance  to  suc¬ 
ceed  and  have  a  reasonable  chance  to 
repay  the  loans,  can  get  an  advance  from 
those  agencies? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  was  the  hope 
of  those  who  sponsored  those  institu¬ 
tions. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  we  have  recently  increased  the  total 
obligation  cn  our  part  in  this  interna¬ 
tional  agency  by  more  than  $3  billion; 
and  that  aside  from  the  points  raised  by 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  Holland]  there  is  unemployment 
in  our  coal  fields  and  a  great  need  for 
expenditure  on  public  works,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  and  though  the  Senate  has  ap¬ 
proved  projects  which  would  help  to  re¬ 
lieve  unemployment,  we  are  handicappel 
in  our  Committee  on  Public  Works  be¬ 
cause  of  the  vast  deficit  which  will  be 
increased  by  $100  million  if  the  proposal 
of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  is  not 
followed? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  is  correct.  I 
should  like  to  place  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  excerpts  from  my  report,  as  well 
as  from  the  hearings  before  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  on  the  pending  bill, 
dealing  with  the  Shihmen  Dam  in  For¬ 
mosa. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  material 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 


Shihmen  Dam  project 


U.S.  dollars 

N.T.  dollars 

Cost  with  1  power  unit _ 

14, 937, 000 

616, 39S,  000 

Equivalent  to  NT$986,536,000 
810,000. 

or  US$39,- 

U.S.  dollars 

N.T.  dollars 

Cost  if  second  power  unit 
is  added . . . 

16, 723, 000 

719, 810, 000 

Equivalent  to  NT$1, 134,195,000  or  US$45,- 
770,000. 


Annual  fund  requirement  (approximate) 


0 

U.S.  dollars 

N.T.  dollars 1 

Fiscal  year: 

1956__ . 

4, 000, 000 
4, 900, 000 
3,  600,  000 
2,000,000 
437,000 

73, 000, 000 
105, 000, 000 
150, 000,  000 
140,  000, 000 
110,000, 000 
38, 398, 000 

1957 . . . . 

1958 . . . 

1959. . . 

I960 . 

1961 . 

Total _ 

14, 937, 000 

616, 398, 000 

1  To  be  paid  by  the  Chinese  Government  from  their 
own  revenues.' 


Of  the  above  cost  NT$585,356,000  is  allo¬ 
cated  as  an  irrigation  cost.  Of  this  amount, 
it  is  planned  that  the  beneficiaries  from  irri¬ 
gation  water  will  repay  to  the  Chinese  Gov- 


April  30 

ernment  NT$30, 320,000  annually  during  an 
amortization  period  estimated  at  23  years, 
and  operation  and  maintenance  costs  there¬ 
after.  The  annual  repayment  of  NT$30,320,- 
000  by  the  water  users  is  calculated  on  the 
basis  of  their  ability  to  repay  and  represents 
the  repayment  of  principal  plus  1.5  percent 
interest  during  the  23 -year  period. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  As  I  shall  point  out, 
the  same  thing  holds  true  with  respect 
to  other  projects.  For  instance,  here  is 
a  loan  for  the  Ingalls-Taiwan  Shipbuild¬ 
ing  Corp.  for  expansion  of  their  shipyard 
in  Taiwan.  During  1956  we  spent  $297,- 
000  on  this  project.  Prior  to  that  we 
spent  quite  a  number  of  dollars  on  this 
same  project.  Yet  here  we  are  called 
upon  to  put  up  a  loan  of  $3y2  million. 

It  strikes  me  that  the  Ingalls  Co.  of 
Pascagoula,  Miss.,  is  certainly  capable 
of  getting  credit  on  the  open  market  to 
operate  these  facilities. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  place  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
excerpts  from  my  report  on  that  matter. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpts 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

39-431  (N)  Shipyard  expansion:  $297,000. 
U.S.  dollar  and  402  fund  account  aid  Is 
programed  for  procurement  of  one  35-ton 
crane  for  the  building  berth  of  Taiwan 
Shipbuilding  Corp.,  as  well  as  additional 
arc  welding  machines,  acetylene  generating 
and  piping  system,  and  electric  apparatus. 
The  underwater  section  of  No.  2  building 
berth  wil  be  extended  to  permit  simultane¬ 
ous  construction  of  fishing  boats  and  coast¬ 
al  vessels,  leaving  drydock  No.  1  available 
full  time  for  ocean  ships  repair.  TShC  will 
provide  NT$2, 000,000  for  customs  duties,  in¬ 
stallation  costs,  etc. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  We  are  also  financ¬ 
ing  another  factory,  which  I  discussed 
in  my  report  following  my  visits  to 
Taiwan  in  1955  and  1956.  We  are  put¬ 
ting  up  money  to  expand  an  aluminum 
factory  in  Formosa. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  place  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  excerpts  from 
my  report  pertaining  to  this  project. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  material 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

23-418  (N)  Aluminum  plant  moderniza¬ 
tion:  To  improve  efficiency  and  reduce  costs 
for  the  Kaohsiung  plant  of  the  Taiwan 
Aluminum  Co.,  procurement  of  equipment 
to  the  value  of  US$525,000  is  provided  for 
(a)  reconstruction  of  potline  with  enlarged 
anode  and  vertical  studs,  (b)  purchase  of 
two  additional  units  of  d.c.  rectifiers  of 
6,000  amperes  each,  (c)  installation  of  new 
cryolite  plant  equipment  to  recover  fluorine 
gas,  and  (d)  recovery  of  byproducts  from 
the  red  mud  (caustic  soda,  aluminum,  and 
iron) .  A  section  402  loan  of  NT$7,000,000 
is  required  to  cover  part  of  local  currency 
costs  for  local  procurement  and  installation. 
TAlCo  is  providing  NT$7,000,000  to  complete 
this  project. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  a 
small  industry  fund  in  Taiwan  will  re¬ 
ceive  $2.5  million  from  the  Development 
Loan  Fund.  Uncle  Sam  was  supporting 
that  undertaking  back  in  1956,  too. 

I  should  like  to  quote  from  the  hear¬ 
ings,  which  are  excerpts  from  my  re¬ 
port,  as  follows: 

Small  industry  fund:  A  million  and  a  half 
dollars.  This  project,  begun  in  1954,  was 
designed  to  make  available  industrial  de¬ 
velopment  loans  to  a  great  number  and  wide 
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variety  of  small,  privately  owned  industries. 
Delayed  payments  for  U.S.  dollar  aid  equip¬ 
ment  and  machinery  and  local  currency 
loans  for  plant  expansion  are  extended 
through  three  privately  owned  and  man¬ 
aged  commercial  banks  with  branches  situ¬ 
ated  in  all  major  cities  of  Taiwan. 

In  this  connection,  during  my  visit  I  was 
informed  that  these  loans  are  being  repaid 
at  a  rapid  rate.  However,  I  was  informed 
that  borrowers  are  required  to  pay  0  to  7 
percent  interest  rate  on  80  percent  of  the 
amount  borrowed  and  15  percent  interest 
on  the  remaining  20  percent  which  is  ad¬ 
vanced  by  the.  banks  referred  to  above.  In 
addition,  I  was  told  that  the  banks  charged 
1  percent  on  the  total  amount  borrowed 
for  merely  collecting  the  installments  as 
they  come  due.  I  think  such  a  system  is 
unconscionable.  It  is  a  bonanza  to  the 
banks,  and  I  recommend  most  emphatically 
that  our  mission  take  steps  to  see  that  more 
reasonable  rates  are  promulgated. 

The  record  is  barren  as  to  what  in¬ 
terest  rate  the  poor  Formosan  borrowers 
will  pay  but  I  imagine  it  will  be  sub¬ 
stantial.  It  certainly  will  be  if  the  Joan 
operations  are  conducted  in  1959  and 
1960  the  way  they  were  conducted  in 
1956.  I  harbor  grave  doubts,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  just  how  much  good  will  a  12  or 
15  percent  interest  rate  will  bring  to  the 
United  States,  particularly  when  the 
major  beneficiaries  of  such  interest  rates 
will  not  be  the  people  as  a  whole,  but 
the  Chinese  moneylenders. 

I  could  continue  at  great  length,  for 
we  have  granted  quite  a  few  loans  to  the 
countries  I  have  mentioned,  and  in  in¬ 
stance  after  instance,  the  proceeds  will 
be  used  to  continue  existing  projects, 
projects  which  were  initially  begun  un¬ 
der  the  foreign  aid  program,  either 
»  through  development  assistance  or  de¬ 
fense  support. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Record  a  description  of  some  of  the  proj  - 
ects.  I  shall  not  take  the  time  of  the 
Senate  to  read  them. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  descrip¬ 
tion  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

PAKISTAN 

Karachi  water  and  sewage 

Loan  amount  and  terms:  $5,500,000  repay¬ 
able  in  30  years  at  3’/2  percent  in  Pakistan 
rupees. 

Borrower:  Government  of  Pakistan. 

Status:  Loan  agreement  signed. 

The  purpose  of  this  loan  is  to  assist  in 
financing  the  import  of  equipment  and 
materials  for  use  in  the  construction  of  a 
water  supply  and  sewage  disposal  system  for 
the  city  of  Karachi.  The  proceeds  of  the 
loan  will  be  used  primarily  for  purchasing 
reinforcing  wire  to  be  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  prestressed  concrete  pipe  and  for 
construction,  workshop,  and  maintenance 
equipment. 

The  objective  of  this  project  is  to  provide 
a  water  supply  and  sewage  disposal  system 
adequate  for  the  present  needs  of  Karachi. 
The  population  of  Karachi  has  increased 
from  400,000  in  1947  to  1,500,000  in  1954  and 
is  expected  to  reach  2  million  by  1960.  The 
present  supply  of  water  is  about  20  million 
gallons  per  day  (MGD)  against  a  need  for 
70  MGD.  An  expanded  water  supply  and 
sewage  disposal  system  is  considered  essen¬ 
tial  for  health  and  sanitation  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  the  water  needed  by  present  and  future 
industry. 


Pakistan  Industrial  Credit  and  Investment 
Corporation  (P1CIC) 

Loan  amount  and  terms:  $4,200,000  re¬ 
payable  in  5  years  at  5  percent  in  Pakistan 
rupees. 

Borrower:  Pakistan  Industrial  Credit  and 
Investment  Corporation  (PICIC)  a  privately 
owned  development  corporation  established 
in  1957. 

Staus:  Loan  agreement  signed. 

PICIC  assists  industrial  enterprises  within 
the  private  sector  in  Pakistan  by  making 
loans  or  by  acquiring  equity  capital  in  new 
or  existing  enterprises  and  by  rendering 
other  forms  of  assistance. 

The  Corporation  has  been  sponsored  by 
and  received  the  support  of  the  Pakistan 
Government  and  the  International  Bank  for 
Reconstruction  and  Development.  The  In¬ 
ternational  Bank  assisted  in  the  formation 
of  the  Corporation  initially  by  providing 
technical  assistance  for  drawing  up  the  main 
outlines  for  such  a  financial  institution. 

The  DLF  loan  will  provide  foreign  exchange 
resources  to  meet  the  external  costs  of  me¬ 
dium  term  loans  made  by  the  Corporation. 
The  term  of  loans  made  by  the  Corporation 
from  the  Development  Loan  Fund  will  range 
from  2  to  5  years.  The  fund  will  be  utilized 
by  private  borrowers  for  the  purchase  abroad 
of  machinery,  equipment,  materials,  and 
services  for  economic  development  purposes. 

Pakistan’s  economy  is  essentially  agricul¬ 
tural  but  in  the  decade  since  independence 
considerable  industrial  development  has 
taken  place  as  a  result  of  the  Government’s 
efforts  to  achieve  diversification,  increase  in¬ 
dustrial  output,  provide  greater  employ¬ 
ment,  expand  manufactured  exports  and 
satisfy  growing  demand  for  many  industrial 
items  from  local  resources.  With  this  in¬ 
crease  in  the  tempo  of  industrial  develop¬ 
ment,  however,  there  developed  an  increas¬ 
ing  need  for  setting  up  an  institution  to 
cater  to  the  credit  requirements  of  the  pri¬ 
vate  sector  in  Pakistan.  Particularly  appar¬ 
ent  was  the  need  for  a  specialized  institution 
which  could  provide  not  only  the  requisite 
credit  but  would  also  assist  in  the  actual 
technical  and  financial  details  involved  in 
the  establishment  of  private  industries.  The 
Pakistan  Industrial  Credit  and  Investment 
Corporation  was  established  to  meet  this 
need. 

West  Pakistan  high  tension  grid 

Loan  amount  and  terms:  $14,700,000  re¬ 
payable  in  25  years  at  3  J/2  percent  in  Paki¬ 
stan  rupees. 

Borrower:  Government  of  Pakistan. 

•Status:  Letter  of  advice  issued. 

This  loan  is  to  assist  in  financing  the  costs 
of  acquiring  equipment,  materials,  supplies, 
and  services  required  for  power  transmission 
lines  of  the  west  Pakistan  high  tension  grid, 
a  part  of  a  major  power  development  program 
now  underway  in  the  most  important  indus¬ 
trial  area  of  the  country.  This  program  in¬ 
cludes  expansion  of  generation  capacity  from 
a  present  level  of  about  150  MW  in  summer 
and  130  MW  in  winter  to  470  MW  in  summer 
and  440  MW  in  winter  by  1960;  plans  are  also 
being  made  for  further  expansion  after  1960. 

The  DLF  loan  will  assist  in  meeting  the 
fox-eign  exchange  requirements  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  construction:  A  double  circuit  132 -kilo¬ 
watt  power  transmission  line  between 
Lyallpur  and  Daudkhel,  a  route  distance  of 
155  miles;  a  double  circuit  132-kilowatt 
power  transmission  line  between  Warsak  and 
Daudkhel,  a  route  distance  of  100  miles;  a 
single  circuit  132-kilowatt  power  transmis¬ 
sion  line  strung  on  double  circuit  towers  be¬ 
tween  Lyallpur  and  Lahore,  a  route  distance 
of  110  miles;  a  single  circuit  power  trans¬ 
mission  line  strung  on  double  circuit  towers 
between  Lyallpur  and  Montgomery,  a  route 
distance  of  56  miles.  New  substations  at 
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Sarghoda  and  Daudkhel  are  also  planned,  as 
are  extensions  or  modifications  of  substa¬ 
tions  now  in  existence  or  under  construction 
at  Lyallpur,  Peshawar,  Wah,  Rawalpindi, 
Jhelum,  Shalimar,  Kot  Lakhpat,  and  Mont¬ 
gomery. 

The  grid  is  designed  to  integrate  distribu¬ 
tion  of  hydroelectric  power  generated  in 
plants  which  are  or  will  be  located  in  the 
north,  and  thermal  power,  generated  in 
plants  which  for  the  most  part  are  or  will 
be  located  in  the  south.  Such  integration 
will  insure  maximum  availability  of  thermal 
power  on  the  system  during  periods  when  the 
generation  of  hydroelectric  power  is  reduced 
by  low  water  flow.  It  will  also  provide  maxi¬ 
mum  scope  for  the  distribution  of  hydro¬ 
electric  power  during  periods  when  hydro¬ 
electric  capacity  is  increased  by  high  water 
flow. 

PHILIPPINES 

Sm'all  Industry  Loan  Fund 

Loan  amount  and  terms:  $5  million  re¬ 
payable  in  7  years  at  5  >4  percent  in  Philip¬ 
pine  pesos. 

Borrower:  The  Central  Bank  of  the  Philip¬ 
pines. 

Status :  Letter  of  advice  issued. 

The  Central  Bank  of  the  Philippines  is  a 
public  institution,  subject  to  the  control  of 
the  government,  which  performs  the  normal 
functions  of  a  central  bank,  exercising  fiscal 
functions  of  the  government  and  regulatory 
functions  with  respect  to  the  banking  system 
of  the  country. 

The  loan  will  be  used  to  finance  foreign 
exchange  costs  of  the  acquisition  of  ma¬ 
terials,  equipment  and  services  by  privately 
owned  small  industries.  Many  such  requests 
are  channeled  to  the  Central  Bank  through 
local  commercial  banking  institutions  which 
are  approached  by  their  customers  for  funds 
to  establish  a  new  industry  or  expand  exist¬ 
ing  facilities.  Preferential  consideration  will 
be  given  to  sugar  centrals,  logging  and  saw¬ 
mill  industries,  cottage  industries,  cocoanut 
oil  and  copra  oil  concerns,  plywood  and 
veneer  plants,  and  mining  companies.  The 
loans  will  be  of  a  size  too  small  individually 
to  be  handled  directly  by  the  DLF. 

Roads,  bridges  and  rehabilitation  of 
equipment 

Loan  Amount  and  Terms:  $18,750,000,  the 
first  $9  million  repayable  in  5  years,  and  the 
balance  in  10  years  at  3 y2  percent  in  Philip¬ 
pine  pesos. 

Borrower:  Department  of  Public  Works 
and  Communications  of  the  Government  of 
the  Republic  of  the  Philippines. 

Status:  Letter  of  advice  issued. 

This  loan  is  designed  to  assist  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  carrying  out  a  program  to  im¬ 
prove  and  expand  its  highway  system.  The 
total  amount  of  $9  million  will  be  used  for 
procurement  of  spare  parts  to  rehabilitate 
and  put  in  first-class  condition  equipment 
already  owned  by  the  department  of  pub¬ 
lic  works  and  communications.  This  will 
expedite  planned  work  for  maintaining  and 
extending  highways  and  local  roads.  This 
portion  of  the  loan  will  provide  assistance 
throughout  the  islands,  as  the  equipment 
which  will  be  repaired  is  dispersed  over  the 
country. 

The  balance  of  the  loan  will  be  used  for 
specific  highway  projects,  namely,  the  Sayre 
Highway  in  Mindanao,  for  which  $1  million 
will  be  used;  a  diversion  road  leading  north 
from  Manila  requiring  $2,700,000,  and  a  di¬ 
version  road  leading  south  from  Manila 
requiring  $1,400,000.  The  funds  will  be  used 
to  import  road  and  bridge-building  mate¬ 
rials,  including  asphalt  and  structural  steel, 
and  road  and  bridge-building  equipment  re¬ 
quired  specifically  for  these  projects.  The 
Sayre  Highway  is  a  major  travel  artery  in 
the  southern  island  of  Mindanao  which  is 
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rapidly  being  developed,  and  the  two  diver¬ 
sion  roads  north  and  south  of  Manila  will 
provide  urgently  needed  expansion  of  traffic 
facilities  out  of  the  city  and  will  relieve  the 
overburdened  and  overcrowded  two-lane 
highways  now  in  use. 

Damage  to  bridges  sustained  during  World 
War  II  has  not  been  permanently  overcome 
in  the  Philippines.  There  are  many  tempo¬ 
rary  bridges  in  use  throughout  the  islands 
which  are  costly  to  maintain  and  require 
frequent  replacement  as  a  result  of  typhoon 
damage.  Of  the  above  loan,  $4,650,000  will 
be  used  to  import  structural  steel  and  equip¬ 
ment  required  to  replace  selected  bridges 
throughout  the  islands,  including  a  number 
of  World  War  II  U.S.  Army  Bailey  bridges  on 
the  Kennon  Road  which  leads  into  a  devel¬ 
oping  mining  and  industrial  area  in  north¬ 
ern  Luzon. 

KOREA 

Tong  Yang  cement  plant 

Loan  amount  and  terms :  $2,140,000  repay¬ 
able  in  8  years  at  5}&  percent  in  Korean 
hwan. 

Borrower:  Tong  Yang  Cement  Manufac¬ 
turing  Co.,  Ltd.,  a  privately  owned  concern, 
with  its  plant  and  head  office  in  Sam  Chok, 
Korea.  This  company  is  one  of  the  two 
large  producers  of  cement  in  the  country. 

Status:  Loan  agreement  signed. 

The  proceeds  of  the  loan  will  assist  in 
financing  the  importation  of  equipment,  ma¬ 
terials,  supplies,  and  services  required  in  the 
expansion  of  the  company’s  plant  at  Sam 
Chok,  Korea.  This  expansion  will  increase 
rated  maximum  capacity  of  90,000  metric 
tons  per  year  by  120,000  metric  tons  bringing 
the  total  rated  capacity  to  210,000  metric 
tons. 

Use  of  cement  in  Korea,  which  up  until 
recently  has  been  comparatively  limited  in 
relation  to  the  extent  of  its  use  in  more 
industrialized  areas,  is  increasing.  The 
country’s  production  is  now  about  280,000 
M/T  per  year.  The  Government  of  the 
Republic  of  Korea  estimates  that  con¬ 
sumption  in  1958  was  about  400,000 
M/T  per  year,  will  increase  to  500,000- 
600,000  M/T  in  the  near  future  and  will 
gradually  rise  to  1  million  M/T  by  1963.  To 
date,  the  deficiency  has  been  made  up  by 
imports  largely  financed  with  ICA  funds. 
Even  with  the  expansion  of  this  plant  by 
120,000  M/T  per  year  thereby  raising  the  total 
yearly  production  to  about  400,000  M/T  it 
is  anticipated  that,  with  the  increasing  re¬ 
quirements,  there  will  remain  a  deficit  for 
some  time  to  come. 

Domestic  telecommunications 

Loan  amount  and  terms:  $3,500,000  repay¬ 
able  in  20  years  at  3  y2  percent  in  Korean 
hwan. 

Borrower:  Government  of  the  Republic  of 
Korea. 

Status:  Letter  of  advice  issued. 

This  loan  is  to  be  used  to  assist  in  the 
financing  of  the  importation  of  equipment, 
materials,  supplies  and  services  required  for 
the  expansion  and  improvement  of  telephone 
and  telegraph  facilities  and  services  in  Korea; 
$2,250,000  of  the  total  will  be  devoted  to 
expansion  and  improvement  of  local  ex¬ 
change  and  local  services  (intracity) ;  $850,- 
000  will  be  utilized  for  the  expansion  and  im¬ 
provement  of  the  long-distance  telephone 
facilities  and  services  (intercity);  $400,000 
will  be  spent  for  expansion  and  improve¬ 
ment  of  the  telegraphic  facilities  and  serv¬ 
ices.  The  total  requirement  for  the  project, 
including  local  currency  costs  to  be  met  from 
Republic  of  Korea  resources,  is  estimated  at 
$5.5  million. 

The  telecommunications  system  of  Korea 
was  80  percent  destroyed  during  the  Korean 
war.  Since  the  end  of  the  war  it  has  been 
rehabilitated  in  some  measure  by  the  efforts 
of  the  Korean  Government  and  in  large  part 
with  the  assistance  of  ICA.  The  present 
project  is  designed  to  contribute  to  the  fur¬ 
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ther  improvement  and  expansion  of  the 
communications  system  so  as  to  meet  the 
increasing  demands  upon  the  system  which 
are  being  brought  about  by  the  general  re¬ 
habilitation  and  improvement  of  the  econ¬ 
omy  of  Korea. 

While  this  project  will  help  expand  pres¬ 
ently  existing  facilities,  it  will  meet  only  a 
portion  of  current  and  expected  demand.  It 
will  remedy  only  the  most  pressing  inade¬ 
quacies  of  the  present  system. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  the 
second  point  I  wish  to  emphasize,  which 
was  brought  out  by  proponents  in  the 
original  debate  on  the  creation  of  the 
Development  Loan  Fund,  is  that  it 
would  be  a  means  of  reducing  grant  as¬ 
sistance  to  countries  all  over  the  world. 
This  was  one  of  the  main  arguments  ad¬ 
vanced  in  order  to  create  the  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund. 


Things  have  not  worked  out  that  way. 
Mr.  President. 

Again,  security  regulations  preclude 
me  from  making  public  a  country-by¬ 
country  breakdown  to  prove  my  point, 
although  I  have  such  a  breakdown  at  my 
desk  if  Senators  would  like  to  see  it. 
However,  I  do  have  a  little  summary 
which  certainly  proves  my  point. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  table  entitled  “Military 
and  Economic  Assistance  To  Countries 
Which  Have  Obtained  Or  Have  Applied 
For  Loans  From  Development  Loan 
Fund — Fiscal  Years  1938  Through  1960,” 
be  printed  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 


Military  and  economic  assistance  to  countries  which  have  obtained  or  have  applied  for  loans 
from  Development  Loan  Fund,  fiscal  years  1958  through  1960 

[In  thousands  of  dollars] 


Region  and 
country 

Military  assistance 

Economic  assistance 

Fiscal  year 
1958 

Fiscal  year 
1959 

Fiscal 
year  1960 

Total 

Fiscal 
year  1958 

Fiscal  year 
1959 

Fiscal  year 
1960 

Total 

Latin  America _ 

Far  East _ 

South  Asia _ 

Near  East . . 

Europe _ 

Africa. . . 

Grand  total.  _ 

$22,  844 
426, 072 
84,840 
420,  244 
61, 437 
8,656 

$39,  612 
535, 429 
75,  817 
329,  588 
67,  381 
9,  460 

$48, 925 
371,  220 
61, 973 
352,  991 
49, 059 
7,  379 

$111,381 

1, 332,  721 
222,  630 
1, 102, 823 
177,  877 
25, 495 

$66,220 
524, 455 
67,  393 
146, 051 
66,  317 
73,  538 

$51, 845 
517,  400 
97, 300 
202, 130 
62, 900 
118, 046 

$56, 875 
541,  400 
118,950 
213, 000 
53,  500 
126,  600 

$174,  940 
1,583,255 
283,  643 
561, 181 
182,  717 
318, 184 

1, 024, 093 

1, 057,  287 

891,  547 

2, 972, 927 

943,  974 

1,049,621 

1,110,  325 

3,103,  920 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  if  it 
were  true  that  as  the  Development  Loan 
Fund  came  into  operation,  grant  assist¬ 
ance  would  decline,  then  the  fiscal  1960 
total  for  economic  aid  should  be  reduced 
below  that  of  fiscal  1959. 

Let  us  see  what  has  happened.  For 
Latin  America,  Development  Loan  Fund 
agreements  through  March  31  of  this 
year  totaled  about  $63  million.  The 
fiscal  1960  economic  aid  budget  for  Latin 
America  shows  an  increase  over  fiscal 
1959  from  $51.8  million  to  nearly  $57 
million. 

In  the  Far  East,  the  same  is  true. 
Development  Loan  Fund  agreements 
through  March  31  totaled  nearly  $167 
million.  Proposed  economic  assistance 
for  fiscal  1960  totals  over  $541  million, 
compared  with  $517,400,000  in  fiscal 
1959. 

Consider  South  Asia.  Development 
Loan  Fund  loans  as  of  March  31:  More 
than  a  quarter  of  a  billion  dollars.  Yet, 
the  President  proposes  to  increase  eco¬ 
nomic  aid  to  South  Asia  in  fiscal  1960 
from  some  $97,300,000  in  fiscal  1959  to 
nearly  $119  million  in  1960. 

Is  the  Near  East  an  exception?  Let 
us  see. 

Development  Loan  Fund  agreements 
through  March  31:  $134,700,000. 

The  fiscal  1960  foreign  aid  budget  pro¬ 
poses  $213  million  in  economic  aid  for 
the  Near  East,  compared  with  $202  mil¬ 
lion  in  fiscal  1959. 

Finally,  there  is  Africa.  Africa  has 
received  around  $30  million  in  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund  loan  agreements  as  of 
March  31.  The  fiscal  1959  economic  aid 
budget  for  that  area  aggregated  almost 
$127  million  compared  with  about  $118 
miilion  in  1959. 


Thus  it  becomes  obvious  that  the  eco¬ 
nomic  assistance  burden  which  we  have 
so  magnanimously  assumed  is  not  grow¬ 
ing  smaller  as  the  Development  Loan 
Fund  proceeds,  but,  on  the  contrary,  ac¬ 
tually  is  increasing. 

I  cannot  help  being  reminded  of  the 
imagination  used  in  the  past  by  our  big- 
eyed  planners  in  dreaming  up  names  for 
economic  aid.  Senators  will  recall  that 
today  we  have  defense  support,  which  is 
economic  aid  pure  and  simple.  We  also 
have  special  assistance.  Only  a  few 
years  ago  the  boys  with  the  rose-colored 
glasses  were  talking  about  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  Asian  regional  development  pro¬ 
gram.  I  fear  that  unless  Congress 
tightens  its  grip  on  the  foreign  aid 
purse  strings,  the  Development  Loan 
Fund — a  program  which  could  be  of  im¬ 
mense  benefit  if  properly  administered — 
may  well  turn  into  no  more  than  another 
fancy  name  for  the  same  old  program 
which  we  have  been  supporting  since 
1948. 

It  should  also  be  pointed  out  that  the 
majority  of  the  countries  which  receive 
development  assistance,  also  receive 
military  assistance. 

In  other  words,  some  of  our  so-called 
allies  have  managed  to  get  three  hands 
instead  of  two  into  our  Treasury. 

Of  the  11  countries  which  will  get 
the  bulk  of  Development  Loan  Fund 
money,  9  presently  receive  military  as¬ 
sistance  and  defense  support  from  the 
U.S.  Government.  The  only  two  that  do 
not  are  Yugoslavia  and  India. 

As  all  Senators  know,  the  line  of 
reasoning  that  has  been  dinned  into 
our  ears  in  support  of  our  current  for¬ 
eign  aid  program  goes  something  like 
this:  First,  we  extend  military  assistance 
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to  certain  countries  so  that  they  can  de¬ 
velop,  train,  and  equip  armies  which,  we 
piously  hope,  will  join  with  the  United 
States  and  fight  Communist  aggression 
when  and  if  that  day  ever  comes. 

However,  because  the  establishment 
of  these  armies  has  caused  drains  on  the 
economies  of  such  countries,  we  are,  it 
is  said,  duty-bound  to  extend  additional 
foreign  aid — defense  support — to  take  up 
the  slack  between  the  economic  capabili¬ 
ties  of  those  countries  and  the  additional 
funds  needed  to  maintain  the  armies  we 
impose  on  them. 

This  so-called  defense  support  is  sup¬ 
posed  to  represent  the  amount  of  money 
necessary  to  build  sufficient  economic 
strength  to  support  armies  for  which  the 
United  States  is  paying  handsomely  un¬ 
der  another  phase  of  the  aid  program. 

In  addition  to  all  this,  Development 
Loan  Fund  proceeds  are  being  injected 
into  these  countries  to  aid  in  their 
growth  because,  it  is  said,  the  money 
which  would  normally  be  available  for 
internal  development  must  be  devoted 
to  maintaining  the  large  armies  that  the 
United  States  is  equipping  and  training. 

I  say  that  before  adding  a  third  layer 
on  the  economic  cake  which  we  are  pass¬ 
ing  out  to  these  countries,  we  ought  to 
take  a  long  look  and  see  whether  it 
might  not  be  smarter  to  reevaluate  the 
military  aid  program. 

In  other  words,  because  we  are  ask¬ 
ing  these  countries  to  form  large  armies 
to  fight  on  our  side,  we  not  only  have  to 
give  them  an  outright  grant  to  support 
these  armies;  we  are  now  being  asked 
to  give  them  the  lion’s  share  of  the  loans 
which  will  be  made  out  of  the  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund. 

I  contend  that  in  only  2  years  we  have 
strayed  far  afield  from  the  original  pur¬ 
poses  and  concepts,  of  the  Development 
Loan  Fund,  just  as  our  current  foreign 
aid  program  has  strayed  far  afield  from 
the  original  concepts  laid  down  by  Gen¬ 
eral  Marshall — namely,  that  we  should 
extend  a  helping  hand  to  our  less  fort¬ 
unate  friends,  to  help  them  get  back 
on  their  feet. 

It  should  be  brought  out  here  and  now 
that  if  the  United  States  is  going  to  be 
continually  asked  to  supply  funds  to 
these  countries,  because  we  have  asked 
them  to  maintain  large  armies,  then,  I 
repeat,  there  is  a  crying  need  to  reex¬ 
amine  this  entire  program. 

Are  there  present  any  Senators  who 
honestly  believe  that  these  paper  armies 
we  have  been  building  around  the  globe 
will  stop  the  Soviet  armies,  in  the  event 
total  war  comes? 

We  have  been  told  many  times  that  the 
purpose  of  these  armies  is  to  fight  the 
so-called  “brush-fire”  wars.  Who  was 
it  that  landed  in  Lebanon?  The  news¬ 
paper  accounts  I  read  told  of  no  one 
going  ashore  except  United  States  Ma¬ 
rines  and  United  States  Army  troops. 

I  am  sure  that  all  Senators  are  aware 
of  the  creation  a  few  years  ago  of  the 
Strategic  Army  Corps,  otherwise  known 
as  STRAC.  The  very  existence  of  this 
arm  of  our  Armed  Forces  shows  that  our 
military  leaders  have  very  little  confi¬ 
dence  in  the  ability  of  foreign  paper 
armies  to  put  out  brush-fire  wars. 


Under  the  organization  of  STRAC, 
four  divisions  have  been  molded  into 
what  the  Army  calls  “a  mobile  combat- 
ready  force — operationally  ready  at  a 
moment’s  notice.” 

Thus,  Mr.  President,  our  military 
leaders  have  already  recognized  the  fu¬ 
tility  of  trying  to  equip  paper  armies  in 
small  and  backward  countries  to  a  point 
where  these  forces  could  be  of  any  use  in 
turning  back  an  act  of  armed  aggression. 

In  other  words,  we  are  being  asked,  in 
effect,  to  hire  a  group  of  foreign  na¬ 
tionals  for  our  own  protection,  knowing 
full  well  that  they  will  be  of  little  real 
use  to  us  in  the  event  of  all-out  war. 
What  is  even  more,  we  are  being  asked 
to  pay  for  the  hire  of  these  soldiers — 
I  almost  said  mercenaries — not  once,  but 
three  times — through  military  assist¬ 
ance,  defense  support,  and  now  the  De¬ 
velopment  Loan  Fund. 

I  again  repeat:  the  time  has  come  for 
a  reexamination  of  our  total  foreign 
policy.  Clearly  the  money  that  we  have 
spent  on  foreign  aid — heretofore  the 
foundation  of  our  foreign  policy — has 
brought  us  no  real  security.  The  cold 
war  is  still  with  us;  our  proximity  to  a 
hot  war  is  just  about  the  same,  if  not 
worse. 

The  paper  armies,  equipped  in  large 
part  with  obsolete  equipment,  have 
brought  us  little,  if  anything,  in  the  way 
of  increased  national  security. 

I  urge  the  Senate  to  support  my 
amendment.  We  cannot  allow  the  orig¬ 
inal  purposes  of  the  Development  Loan 
Fund  to  be  so  twisted  that  it  will,  in 
time,  become  only  another  means  of  in¬ 
ducing,  through  gifts,  our  so-called 
friends  to  stay  with  us. 

The  original  supporters  of  the  De¬ 
velopment  Loan  Fund  urged,  in  support 
of  the  program,  that  the  Fund  would  be 
used  in  such  a  manner  as  to  encourage 
private  enterprise  and  to  aid  the  under¬ 
developed  countries  in  fighting  the 
spectre  of  socialism. 

If  Senators  will  turn  to  page  656  of 
the  hearings  on  the  second  supple¬ 
mental  appropriation  bill,  they  will  find 
a  table  which  was  placed  in  the  record 
in  response  to  a  question  propounded  by 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  MundtI. 

This  table  reveals  that  of  the  78  loans 
made  by  the  Development  Loan  Fund 
through  March  31,  1959,  57 — or  approxi¬ 
mately  73  percent — were  made  directly 
to  the  governments  of  the  respective 
countries.  The  dollar  amount  of  these 
loans  was  $590,286,000,  or  approximately 
85  percent  of  the  total  of  approved  loans 
to  date. 

The  trend  seems  to  continue  to  be  in 
that  direction,  Mr.  President.  Just  listen 
to  some  of  the  Government-owned  en¬ 
deavors  we  would  help  finance  under 
pending  loan  applications — endeavors 
which  should  be  privately  owned  and 
should  be  operated  under  a  private  en¬ 
terprise  system. 

LOAN  APPLICATIONS  RECEIVED  FROM  FOREIGN 

GOVERNMENTS  FOR  OPERATION  OF  PRIVATE 

TYPE  ENTERPRISES 

First.  Tuna  clipper  ships. 

Second.  Cement  factory. 

Third.  Flour  mill. 


Fourth.  Iron  mining. 

Fifth.  Floating  dry  dock — ship  con¬ 
struction. 

Sixth.  Cellulose  and  paper  factory. 

Seventh.  Fibers  and  chemical  plants. 

Eighth.  Oil  drilling  rigs. 

Ninth.  Fertilizer  plants. 

Tenth.  Tractor  part  plant. 

Eleventh.  Road  transport  equipment. 

Twelfth.  Nylon  plant. 

None  of  these  will  be  owned  by  private 
industry;  instead,  they  will  be  operated 
by  the  governments. 

Is  this  the  way  to  promote  private  en¬ 
terprise?  Is  this  the  way  to  head  off 
socialism? 

Is  seems  to  me,  Mr.  President,  that  we 
may  be  actually  fostering  socialism 
through  exactions  from  the  American 
taxpayer — as  was  brought  out  so  elo¬ 
quently  a  few  months  ago  by  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
O’Mahoney].  I  warn  Senators  that  if 
the  Development  Loan  Fund  is  permitted 
to  go  its  merry  way  in  the  future,  as  it 
has  in  the  past,  then  we  shall  be  aiding 
and  abetting  the  rise  of  socialism.  We 
may  actually  help  bring  about,  ulti¬ 
mately,  the  destruction  of  the  free  enter¬ 
prise  system  in  the  world  at  least  as  we 
know  it  today. 

The  cry  has  also  been  raised  that  the 
Development  Loan  Fund  should  receive 
the  full  amount  of  its  request,  because 
that  would  be  the  Christian  thing  to  do, 
that  we  must  help  our  fellow  man. 

Mr.  President,  this  country  has  already 
given  to  our  fellow  man  until  it  hurts. 
We  find  ourselves  now  in  the  position  of 
giving  away  money  which  we  must  bor¬ 
row,  on  the  open  market,  at  four  and 
one-half  percent  interest.  And  while  we 
do  this,  we  watch  our  national  debt 
steadily  rise. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  this  attempt  to 
confuse  Christianity  and  waste  is  un¬ 
conscionable.  One  cannot  excuse  waste 
and  possible  damage  to  the  economy  of 
our  country  by  merely  pinning  the  label 
of  “Christian  charity”  on  it. 

I  cannot  believe  that  this  is  simply 
another  of  the  multitude  of  slick  public 
relations  tricks  that  those  who  favor 
and  profit  from  the  giant  give-away  pro¬ 
gram  in  the  past  have  attempted  to  foist 
upon  the  American  public.  Yet,  I  won¬ 
der  if  that  might  not  be  the  case.  If 
so,  Mr.  President,  it  is  about  on  a  par 
with  some  of  the  other  “trick  sells”  that 
have  been  advanced  by  these  people. 

From  a  bright,  promising  idea — one 
which,  if  properly  carried  out,  would 
have  helped  solve  many  of  the  problems 
that  face  less  fortunate  nations  of  the 
world — the  Development  Loan  Fund  has, 
I  fear,  degenerated  into  merely  another 
adjunct,  an  appendage,  of  the  current 
foreign  aid  program,  which  has  been 
already  clearly  proved  to  be  most  waste¬ 
ful. 

The  Congress  was  told  that  the  De¬ 
velopment  Loan  Fund  would  be  made 
available  to  the  newly  independent  and 
underdeveloped  countries  of  the  world, 
with  Latin  America  to  get  its  fair  share. 
But  that  has  not  happened. 

However,  Mr.  President,  I  have  not 
lost  all  hope.  I  still  feel  that,  if  prop¬ 
erly  handled,  the  Development  Loan 
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Fund  could  be  one  of  the  best  weapons 
forged  in  our  continuing  fight  against 
the  encroachment  of  communism. 

I  still  believe  that  the  Development 
Loan  Fund  could  accomplish  every  one 
of  its  original  purposes.  But  if  this  is 
to  come  to  pass,  it  will  happen  only  be¬ 
cause  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
has  so  insisted. 

The  Congress  must  impress  upon  the 
executive  branch — which  includes  those 
bureaucrats  who  constantly  scheme  and 
plot  as  how  best  to  spend  more  of  our 
money — the  fact  that  the  will  of  Con¬ 
gress  must  be  done. 

The  Senate  today  has  an  opportunity 
to  show  the  way. 

I  have  offered  an  amendment  that  the 
supplemental  request  for  the  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund  be  cut  to  $100  million, 
rather  than  be  eliminated  entirely. 

It  is  my  judgment  that  if  Congress 
can  force  the  administrators  of  the  De¬ 
velopment  Loan  Fund  to  move  slowly 
and  carefully,  and  to  live  up  to  the  spirit, 
as  well  as  the  letter,  of  the  Fund’s  au¬ 
thority,  it  can  still  be  rescued. 

As  I  argued  to  the  Senate  last  year, 
this  is  a  program  which  will  bear  the 


close  watching  of  Congress.  Apparent¬ 
ly,  we  have  not  watched  it  as  closely  as 
we  should  have  in  days  past. 

But  I  am  sure  that  time  is  on  our  side. 
Slowing  the  program  down  to  a  reason¬ 
able  rate  will  do  much  to  undo  the  dam¬ 
age  already  inflicted.  Let  us  not  over¬ 
look  the  old  adage — haste  makes  waste. 

The  value  of  these  three  words  can  no¬ 
where  else  be  measured  as  they  can  in 
the  deliberations  of  this  body. 

We  have  seen  examples  of  great  waste 
in  our  current  foreign  aid  program  when 
we  pressed  too  much  money  into  the 
hands  of  bureaucrats  who  apparently  be¬ 
lieve  that  borrowed  tax  dollars  are  the 
universal  panacea — the  magic  balm  to 
soothe  all  the  world’s  ills. 

I  respectfully  submit'  that  much  of  this 
waste  is  due  to  our  making  too  much 
money  available  for  these  programs  at 
one  time. 

The  tendency  is  then  to  spend  the 
money  as  fast  as  possible  so  that  the  ad¬ 
ministrators  of  the  program  can  go  back 
to  Congress  and  ask  for  more  money  the 
next  fiscal  year. 

As  most  Senators  know,  I  am  an  ex¬ 
ponent  of  preservation  of  this  country’s 
water  resources.  There  are  many 
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worthwhile  navigation  and  flood  control 
projects  all  over  the  country  that  I,  per¬ 
sonally,  would  like  to  see  completed  as 
soon  as  possible. 

In  my  judgment,  we  are  only  wasting 
natural  resources  and  money  if  we  do 
not  complete  these  projects  as  fast  as 
we  can. 

However,  I  base  my  decision  on  how 
much  money  each  project  will  receive 
in  1  fiscal  year  or  how  much  can  be 
economically  spent  in  its  construction 
each  year. 

That,  to  my  mind,  is  what  we  ou^ht  to 
do  with  the  Development  Loan  Fund. 
It  should  be  furnished  with  only  enough 
money  that  it  can  economically  spend, 
in  conformity  to  its  original  purposes. 

It  is  my  hope  that  the  Senate  will 
approve  my  amendment  and  call  a  halt 
to  this  haste  which  nfakes  waste. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  a  summary  of  Development 
Loan  Fund  obligations  and  commit¬ 
ments  as  of  March  31,  1959. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  sum¬ 
mary  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 


Summary  of  Development  Loan  Fund  obligations  and  commitments  as  of  Mar.  31,  1959 


[In  thousands] 


Country 

Loan  description 

Obligations  1 

Other  loan 
commit¬ 
ments  3  as  of 
Mar.  31,  1959 

(3) 

Total  obliga¬ 
tions  and 
commit¬ 
ments  as  of 
Mar.  31,  1959 
(2)+(3) 

(4) 

Cumulative 
as  of 

Jan.  31,  1959 

(1) 

Cumulative 
as  of 

Mar.  31, 1959 

(2)  . 

Africa: 

$190 
3,  000 

$190 
3, 000 

3, 190 

3,190 

$3, 190 
6,000 
800 
2,000 
10,000 

$5,000 

800 

Somalia _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

2,000 

Sudan _ ... _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

10.  (XX) 

Tunisia _ _ 

2,400 
6, 250 

Europe: 

Netherlands... . . . . 

Subtotal,  Tunisia. . . . . - _ _ _ - _ 

8,650 

8,650 

Total,  Africa . . . . . . . . . . ..... 

3,190 

5, 190 

24,  450 

29,640 

Resettlement  of  emigrants  in  Australia.. . . . . . 

3,000 

3,000 

3,000 

Spain . 

Irrigation  (earthmoving  equipment) _ _ _ _ 

7,700 
14,  900 

, 

Yugoslavia..... _ _ _ ........ 

R E N F E -railway  track  rehabilitation _ . _ .... _ 

Subtotal,  Spain _ _ _ _ _ .... _ _ _ _ .... 

22,600 

22,  600 

Nitrogen  fertilizer  plant _ _ 

22,500 

22,  500 

Near  East  and  South  Asia: 

Ceylon _ ........ 

Diesel  locomotives  _ 

5,000 

Subtotal,  Yugoslavia _ _ _ 

22,  500 

22,  500 

5,000 

27,  500 

Total,  Europe _ _ .... 

25,  500 

25,500 

27,  600 

53. 100 

Colombo  Railroad  (motor  coaches) _ . _ _ . _ 

750 

900 

1,600 

750 

900 

1,600 

Greece _ _ _ .......... 

Highway  development  equipment . . . . . . 

Irrigation  and  land  development _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Subtotal,  Cevlon _  .. 

3,250 
12,  000 
40, 000 
35,  000 
18,  000 
22,  IXX) 
35,000 
10, 000 
15,  000 

3, 250 
12,000 
40,000 
35,  000 
18,  000 
22.000 
35, 000 
10,  (XXI 
15,000 

3.  250 
12,  000 

Nitrogen  fertilizer  plant _ _ _ _ _ . 

rndia _ _ ....  .... 

Iran _ _ _ 

Road  transport  equipment;  cement  and  jute  industry  machinery _ _ 

Steel  for  public  projects _ _ . I.. . 

Steol  for  private  projects _ _ _ 

Equipment  for  railway  development...  _ 

Equipment  for  public  power  development _ _ . _ . _ 

Capital  equipment  for  private  industry . . 

Subtotal,  India. . . . . . . . . . 

175,  000 

47,  500 

175,  000 

47,500 

175, 000 

47,  500 

Plan  organization  projects  (agricultural  machinery,  silos,  municipal  de¬ 
velopment,  electric  network  extension,  railroad  equipment,  roads,  etc _ 

Footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Country 


Israel _ 

Jordan.... 

Lebanon. 

Pakistan. 


Turkey. 


Far  East: 
Indonesia 


Korea. 


Malaya. 


Philippines 


Taiwan. 


Thailand. 


Vietnam 


Latin  America: 
Argentina.. 
Bolivia.... 

Brazil . 


Chile . 

Costa  Rica 
Ecuador... 

Guatemala 


Haiti _ 

Honduras. 

Nicaragua. 

Paraguay. 


Loan  description 

)  " 

Obligations  i 

Other  loan 
commit¬ 
ments  2  as  of 
Mar.  31,  1959 

(3) 

Total  obliga¬ 
tions  and 
commit¬ 
ments  as  of 
Mar.  31,  1959 
(2)+(3) 

(4) 

Cumulative 
as  of 

Jan.  31,  1959 

(1) 

Cumulative 
as  of 

Mar.  31, 1959 

(2) 

Development  Loan  (power,  railways,  agricultural  and  industrial  develop) . 

$15, 000 

$15, 000 

$5, 000 

15, 000 

15, 000 

5, 000 
3,700 
4,000 

$20,000 

3,  700 

4,  000 

6, 500 
4,200 

5,500 

4,  200 
14,  700 
17,  500 
15, 200. 
9,100 

4,  000 
2,000 

9,700 

66.  200 

6,000 

72,  200 

10, 000 

10,000 

900 
14,  500 

6, 100 
16,  000 

10,  000 

10,  000 

37,  500 

47,  rod 

272,  450 

328,  950 

56,  200 

385, 150 

3,000 

6,000 

9,000 

9. 00) 

Tong:  Yane;  cement  plant . . . . . . 

2, 140 

2, 140 

1,500 

3,  500 

2. 140 

2, 140 

5,000 

7.  140 

10,  000 
10.  000 

20, 000 

20,  000 

. 

5, 000 
18,  750 
26.  250 

Subtotal,  Philippines . . . . . . 

50, 000 

50, 0C9 

3,200 
21,  500 

3,200 
21,  500 
686 
2,  750 
6,  500 
1,000 

2,  750 
6,500 

1, 350 
2,500 

33,  950 

35,  636 

3,  850 

39,  486 

20,  000 

1,750 

20,  000 

1,750 
19,  500 

21,  750 
19,500 

Saigon-Cholon  water  distribution  system _ _ 

Total  Far  East _ _ _ _ _ _ 

36,  090 

77,  776 

89, 100 

166, 876 

24,  750 
2,  500 

24,  750 
2,  500 

Sugar  mill _ _ ." _ 

240 

— 

— — i - 

300 

240 

300 

150 

540 
150 
300 
4,  700 

300 

300 

4,700 

Pan  American  Highway. . . . . 

5,000 

400 

5,400 

4,300 

5,  400 
4,300 
5, 000 
600 

6,000 

6,000 

600 

1,000 
2,  500 
2,600 

1,000 

2,500 

2,600 

— 

, 

Subtotal,  Paraguay - - - - - 

6, 100 

6, 100 

G,  100 

Footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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[In  thousands] 


Country 

Loan  description 

Obligations  1 

Other  loan 
commit¬ 
ments  2  as  of 
Mar.  31,  1959 

(3) 

Total  obliga¬ 
tions  and 
commit¬ 
ments  as  of 
Mar.  31,  1959 
(2>+(3) 

(4) 

Cumulative 
as  of 

Jan.  31,  1959 

(1) 

Cumulative 
as  of 

Mar.  31, 1959 

(2) 

Latin  America— Continued 

8, 800 

8,800 

Total,  Latin  America . . . . . . . . . .... _ 

11,400 

43,590 

19,  550 

63, 140 

Grand  total _ _ 

348, 630 

481, 006 

6  216, 900 

697, 906 

1  Loan  and  guarantee  agreements  signed.  ^  approval  of  the  specific  projects. 

2  Loans  approved  by  the  board  of  directors,  for  which  letters  of  advice  have  been  *  Includes  loan  guarantee  of  $4,500,000. 

issued  to  borrowers.  Also  includes  country  development  project  commitments  ‘  Reflects  inclusion  of  1  approved  project  on  which  the  letter  of  advice  has  not  yet 

mentioned  in  footnote.3  been  issued. 

3  Agreement  to  finance  projects  within  country  development  programs,  subject  to 


Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes,  surely. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  should  like  to 
learn  of  the  pay-back  procedures  of  the 
fund.  When  we  lend  foreign  countries 
our  money  under  the  Development  Loan 
Fund  program,  do  they  pay  the  loans 
back  in  our  currencies,  or  in  their  own? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Only  20  percent  of 
the  money  already  obligated  is  to  be 
repaid  in  dollars.  The  rest  is  to  be  re¬ 
paid  in  the  currencies  of  the  countries 
to  which  we  are  lending  the  money. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  As  I  stated  pre¬ 
viously,  the  bulk  of  the  money  is  being 
loaned  to  countries  to  which  we  have  al¬ 
ready  given  until  it  hurts. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  one  more 
point? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Is  the  currency 
paid  at  a  stabilized  rate  or  at  the  cur¬ 
rent  rate? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  At  the  current  rate. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes,  I  yield  to  my 
friend  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  I 
rise  to  commend  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  for  his  persistent  and  cour¬ 
ageous  efforts  to  reveal  some  of  the  waste 
and  inefficiency  inherent  in  our  foreign 
aid  program  during  the  past  decade. 

We  can  recall  that  when  the  Marshall 
plan  began  in  1948  Paul  Hoffman — the 
first  Administrator — told  us  it  was  a 
plan  to  stabilize  the  economies  of  our 
allies,  and  that  the  entire  program 
would  last  only  about  4  years. 

Unfortunately,  at  the  conclusion  of 
the  Marshall  plan,  another  plan  con¬ 
ceived  to  encompass  different  projects, 
was  adopted,  merely  as  a  subterfuge  to 
justify  the  continuance  of  a  program 
under  which  we  have  dissipated  billions 
and  billions  of  dollars  of  our  national 
resources. 

I  have  in  my  hand  a  copy  of  the  Wash¬ 
ington  News  Bulletin,  published  by  Paul 
Peters,  editor,  under  date  of  April  20, 
1959,  listing  foreign  aid  expenditures 
under  these  various  programs. 

During  the  war,  of  course,  there  was 
some  justification  for  the  lend-lease 


program,  which  amounted  to  an  ex¬ 
penditure  of  about  $60  billion.  A  small 
percentage  of  the  amount  was  repaid 
in  subsequent  years. 

Immediately  following  the  conclusion 
of  World  War  n,  a  postwar  program  was 
started  even  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the 
Marshall  plan,  beginning  with  fiscal  year 
1946,  when  a  total  of  almost  $7  billion 
was  made  available. 

Throughout  the  years,  down  through 
March  31,  1959,  a  total  of  $80,812  mil¬ 
lion  has  been  appropriated  for  various 
aspects  of  foreign  military  and  economic 
aid. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Louisiana  has 
pointed  out,  in  reports  which  he  has 
made  following  his  trips  around  the 
world  to  inspect  these  programs,  and  in 
his  testimony  before  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  that  many  subterfuges  have 
been  used  for  foreign  aid.  I  do  not  criti¬ 
cize  the  beneficiary  countries,  as  is  the 
usual  procedure  to  do,  because  I  think 
the  responsibility  for  so  much  blundering 
and  inefficiency  rests  upon  the  adminis¬ 
trators  of  the  foreign  aid  programs  with¬ 
in  our  own  Government. 

On  the  one  hand,  they  have  said  we 
must  stabilize  the  economies  of  our  al¬ 
lies;  we  must  build  up  their  capabilities 
in  a  military  sense  so  we  can  have  dy¬ 
namic,  forceful  support  from  our  allies 
to  resist  Communist  aggression.  But 
the  record  shows  that,  through  malad¬ 
ministration  and  inefficiency.  U.S.  rep¬ 
resentatives  have  literally  forced  upon 
these  various  countries  the  loans  and 
grants  which  we  have  made.  In  so  do¬ 
ing  we  have  destroyed  their  independ¬ 
ence  and  self-reliance.  We  have  dis¬ 
couraged  a  display  of  the  national  forti¬ 
tude  and  resourcefulness  which  are  in¬ 
dispensable  if  we  are  to  expect  any 
worthwhile  aid  from  these  beneficiary 
nations  in  meeting  military  threats. 

So  I  want  to  compliment  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana.  Very  few  Members  of 
Congress  seem  to  be  interested  in  this 
overall  program.  Many  outside  com¬ 
missions  have  been  named  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  to  make  a  survey  and  a  study  of 
these  programs.  Invariably  they  have 
come  back  with  reports,  which  are  lack¬ 
ing  in  any  worthwhile  recommendations 
for  a  reappraisal  of  the  program  to 
determine  how  this  entire  procedure  may 
be  improved. 


I  realize  that  when  yea-and-nay  votes 
on  foreign  aid  have  been  had  in  the 
past,  there  has  been  bipartisan  support. 
I  do  not  quarrel  with  my  colleagues. 
Probably  they  believe,  as  the  President 
does,  that  the  only  way  we  can 
strengthen  our  allies  is  to  dissipate  our 
own  resources,  to  weaken  ourselves 
financially  arid  militarily,  while  at  the 
same  time  we  are  dismally  failing  in  our 
efforts  to  strengthen  the  recipient  coun¬ 
tries. 

Mr.  President,  in  reality,  this  pro¬ 
gram  is  not  achieving  the  objectives 
which  were  originally  envisioned.  Un¬ 
less  we  do  have  a  reappraisal  at  some 
early  date,  we  shall  probably  too  late 
realize  the  futility  and  the  lack  of  effi¬ 
ciency  and  good  results  of  this  expen¬ 
sive  program. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  wish  to  thank  my 
good  friend  from  Idaho.  I  am  glad  he 
brought  up  one  point  which  I  did  not 
touch  upon  this  year — that  upon  the 
tragedy  of  all  this  is  that  it  is  our  own 
people  abroad  who  make  up  these  waste¬ 
ful  budgets.  Taiwan  officials  could  not 
come  before  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee  and  justify  anything  they  asked  for. 
It  is  our  own  people  who  are  responsible. 

We  have  forces  in  the  thousands  who 
actually  go  around  to  these  countries  and 
make  up  the  budget  requests  for  the 
countries  in  which  our  foreign  aid  pro¬ 
gram  is  conducted. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  It  is  self-perpet¬ 
uating. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  printed  in  my  remarks  at 
this  point  the  tabulation  compiled  in  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  showing  all 
the  appropriations  which  have  been 
made  for  foreign  aid. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tabula¬ 
tion  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Report  on  wartime  and  postwar  foreign  aid 

programs  of  the  United  States — Period: 

July  1, 1940,  through  Mar.  31, 1959 
WORLD  WAR  II  PERIOD 

Fiscal  1941 : 

Grants _ _  $203,  000,  000 

Credits _ * . . .  115,123,052 

Dollar  outlay _  274,  443,  834 


Total. .  592,  566,  886 


1959 
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Report  on  wartime  and  postwar  foreign  aid 
programs  of  the  United  States — Period: 
July  1,  1940,  through  Mar.  31,  1959 — Con. 


WORLD  WAR  II  PERIOD 


Fiscal  1942: 

Grants _ 

Credits  _ _ 

Dollar  outlay _ 

$6,205,  122,  095 
476,  699,  333 
1,  273,  716,  986 

Total _ 

7,955,  538,  414 

Fiscal  1953: 

Grants  _ _ 

Credits  -  -  -  — 

Dollar  outlay  - 

9,  165,  977,  760 
47, .894,  356 
2,  730,  758,  500 

Total _  _ _ 

11,  944,  630,  616 

Fiscal  1944: 

Grants _ _  -  _ 

Credits _ _ 

16,  650,  353,  676 
122,  948,  106 

Dollar  outlay _ _ 

3,  827,  988,  633 

Total _ _ _  — 

20,  601,  290,  415 

Fiscal  1945: 

Grants _ _  _  _ 

Credits  _  _  —  — 

Dollar  outlay- _ 

15,  758,  641,  526 
90,  818,  352 
2,  926,  153,  103 

Total  - 

18,  775,  612,  981 

World  War  II  total-- 

59,  869,  639,  312 

POSTWAR  FOREIGN 

Fiscal  1946 : 

Grants _ -  -  — 

Credits _ 

Other _  - 

AID 

3,  288,  535,  118 
1, 412,  400,  910 
2,  203,  186,  778 

Total _ 

6,  904,  122,  806 

Fiscal  1947: 

Grants  _ 

Credits _ —  __ 

Other  _ 

2,  074,  982,  401 
4,  766,  374,  998 
1,  682,  120,  213 

Total _ 

8,  523,  477,  612 

Fiscal  1948: 

Grants _ _ 

Credits _ 

Other _ -  -. 

2,  583,  000,  000 
2,  802,  000,  000 
1,  702,  000,  000 

Total _ 

7,  087,  000,  000 

Fiscal  1949: 

Grants _ _ 

Credits _  -  -  - 

Other  _ _ _ 

5,  169,  000,  000 
1,  138,  000,  000 
1,  295,  029,  206 

Total _ _ 

7,  602,  029,  206 

Fiscal  1950: 

Grants _ _  —  _ 

Credits  _  _  _ _ 

Other  _  _ _ 

4,  617,  000,  000 
405,  000,  000 
1,  316,  536,  000 

Total  - _ 

6,  338,536,  000 

Fiscal  1951 : 

Grants.  _  _ 

4,  280,  286,  000 
419,  000,  000 
1,  925,  000,  000 

Credits _ 

Other.  _ —  __  _ 

Total. _ _ 

6,  624,  286,  000 

Fiscal  1952: 

Grants _ 

Credits _ _ 

4,  440,  000,  000 
658,  000,  000 

Total _ 

5,  098,  000,  000 

Fiscal  1953 : 

Grants _ 

Credits _ 

6,  283,  000,  000 
747,  000,  000 

Total  _ 

7,  030,  000,  000 

Report  on  wartime  and  postwar  foreign  aid 
programs  of  the  United  States — Period: 
July  1,  1940,  through  Mar.  31,  1959 — Con. 

POSTWAR  FOREIGN  AID 

Fiscal  1954: 

Grants . . . . -  $4,073,000,000 

Credits _ _ _  1,120,000,000 


Total _  5,  193,  000,  000 


Fiscal  1955: 

Grants _  4,  529,  000,  000 

Credits _ v_ _ _ _  - 16,  000,  000 


Total. . . :  4,  513,  000,  000 


Fiscal  1956: 

Grants _  4,  688,  000,  000 

Credits _  —40,  000,  000 


Total . . .  4,648,000,000 


Fiscal  1957: 

Grants _  4,  116,  000,  000 

Credits _ : _  —208,000,000 


Total _ _ _  3,  908,  000,  000 


Fiscal  1958: 

Grants _  4,  049,  000,  000 

Credits _  612,  000,  000 


Total _  4,661,000,000 


Fiscal  1959:  Total  to  Mar. 

31 -  2,681,582,350 


Postwar  foreign  aid  to 

Mar.  31,  1959. 80,  812,  033,  974 


SUMMARY  ON  FOREIGN  AID 

Grants  and  credits,  World 

War  II  period _ 59,869,639,312 

Grants  and  credits,  postwar 

period -  80,  812,  033,  974 


Total  reported  cost.  140,  681,  673,  286 

(Note. — Dollar  outlays  include  sums  spent 
by  our  Government  and  its  agencies  for  ma¬ 
terials  and  equipment  for  foreign  allies  dur¬ 
ing  the  war  period.) 

Against  the  gross  foreign  aid  there  were 
allowable  deductions  consisting  of  reverse 
lend-lease  amounting  to  approximately  $3 
billion  and  repayment  of  credits  for  surplus 
property  and  installments  on  loans  of  ap¬ 
proximately  $8.5  billion. 

Not  to  be  overlooked  in  the  total  cost  of 
foreign  aid  is  the  interest  on  the  moneys 
borrowed  during  periods  of  deficit  financing 
to  carry  on  the  foreign  aid  programs.  The 
interest  cost  from  the  beginning  to  the  pres¬ 
ent  time  is  estimated  conservatively  at  $20 
billion  total. 

This  bulletin  compiled  from  statistics 
issued  by  the  Office  of  Business  Economics 
and  predecessor  agencies,  in  the  Department 
of  Commerce. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  in  order  that  Senators  may  be  on 
notice,  I  am  informed  that  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  the  Senator  from  Ar¬ 
kansas  [Mr.  Fulbright],  expects  to 
speak  for  not  more  than  5  minutes,  and 
the  distinguished  acting  minority  leader, 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Saltonstall],  expects  to  speak  for  not 
more  than  5  minutes;  therefore,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  at  the  end  of 
10  minutes  there  be  a  quorum  call  and 
that  the  Senate  then  proceed  to  vote  on 
the  pending  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 


from  Texas?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  rise  as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  to  oppose  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  distinguished  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Louisiana.  I  have  the  utmost 
respect  for  the  sincerity  of  the  Senator, 
who  has  been  consistent  in  his  position, 
as  I  think  I  have  been  consistent  in 
mine. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  bring  to 
the  attention  of  the  Senate  the  fact  that 
we  had  a  long  discussion  in  the  confer¬ 
ence  committee  last  year,  between  the 
House  Members  and  Senate  Members, 
with  regard  to  the  Development  Loan 
Fund.  As  a  result  of  that  conference, 
and  in  order  to  get  together  on  the  fig¬ 
ure  of  $400  million,  the  conferees  said 
in  their  report : 

It  is  understood  that  if  additional  funds 
are  needed  next  January  for  the  purposes 
contained  in  this  bill,  the  Appropriations 
Committees  of  the  House  and  Senate  will 
give  earnest  consideration  to  the  recommen¬ 
dations  of  the  Executive  in  view  of  the  im¬ 
portance  of  maintaining  friendly  relations 
with  countries  with  whom  we  have  under¬ 
takings. 

As  a  result  of  that  suggestion  of  the 
conferees,  the  Department  of  State,  un¬ 
der  Under  Secretary  Dillon,  has  gone 
ahead  and  considered  loan  applications 
and  undertaken  loan  activity  which 
would  amount  to  over  $700  million,  with 
the  idea  that  in  the  supplemental  budget 
there  would  be  a  request  for  additional 
money  to  maintain  the  level  of  funding 
provided  in  the  authorization  for  the 
Fund.  There  was  either  that  alternative 
or  the  alternative  of  reducing  their  level 
of  loan  activity  within  the  total  $700 
million  appropriated,  with  whatever  in¬ 
jury  that  might  bring  to  the  Fund. 
Therefore,  the  program  went  ahead  on 
the  basis  stated. 

Very  briefly,  Mr.  President,  the  total 
authorizations  for  the  Fund  in  the  fiscal 
years  1958  and  1959  were  $1,125  million. 
In  fiscal  year  1958  $300  million  was  ap¬ 
propriated,  and  in  fiscal  year  1959  $400 
million  more  was  appropriated,  making 
a  total  appropriated  of  $700  million. 

The  Senate  Appropriations  Committee 
recommends  an  additional  $200  million. 
With  respect  to  that  $200  million,  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  asks  us  to  cut 
$100  million. 

I  simply  wish  to  state  that  to  date  the 
Fund  has  made  78  loans  in  36  countries, 
and  has  received  about  $3  billion  in  loan 
applications.  Of  the  $3  billion  in  loan 
applications,  about  $830  million  of  pro¬ 
posals  were  later  withdrawn  or  found  to 
be  unacceptable  or  more  appropriate  for 
private  or  other  public  financing.  At  the 
present  time  the  Fund  has  obligated  and 
committed  about  $698  million  of  the  ap¬ 
propriations  of  $700  million,  leaving  only 
about  $800,000  after  including  adminis¬ 
trative  expenses  to  continue  the  program 
for  the  last  quarter  of  this  fiscal  year. 
The  Fund  has  pending  before  it  at  the 
present  time  $1.5  billion  in  requests. 

We  should  remember  that  every  re¬ 
quest  which  the  Fund  receives  is  screened 
very  carefully.  All  loan  requests  are 
checked  against  similar  requests  received 
by  the  Export-Import  Bank,  the  Inter- 
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national  Bank  and.  other  lending  institu¬ 
tions.  .  ,  , 

As  I  have  said,  only  78  loans  have  been 
made.  We  should  remember  that  the 
Communists  in  the  last  4  years  have 
made  loans  to  certain  less  developed 
countries  in  the  amount  of  $1.7  million. 

Mr.  President,  we  face  the  alternatives 
of  going  ahead  on  a  grant-for-economic- 
assistance  basis,  or  of  going  ahead  on  a 
loan  basis.  About  80  percent  of  the  loans 
will  be  repaid  in  soft  currency  as  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  has  brought  out, 
but  these  are  still  loans.  A  small  per¬ 
centage  of  the  repayments  is  expected 
this  year. 

The  program  is  proceeding  on  a  rea¬ 
sonable,  carefully -thought-out  basis. 

For  these  reasons,  Mr.  Fresident,  I 
hope  that  the  committee  action  will  be 
approved. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  my 
remarks  a  brief  speech  I  had  prepared, 
which  goes  into  more  detail  on  the  De¬ 
velopment  Loan  Fund,  which  I  am  pre¬ 
pared  to  deliver,  but  will  not  in  view  of 
the  time  limitation. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Address  by  Senator  Sat. to  nstall  on  De¬ 
velopment  Loan  Fund 

We  are  considering  today  a  request  for  a 
supplemental  appropriation  for  tlie  last 
quarter  of  fiscal  year  1959  for  the  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund,  a  part  of  our  mutual  se¬ 
curity  program. 

The  Development  Loan  Fund  was  es¬ 
tablished  under  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of 
1957  and  incorporated  under  the  act  of  1958. 
It  was  established  to  assist  in  the  economic 
development  in  the  less  developed  areas  in 
response  to  the  aspirations  for  economic 
growth  of  our  allies  and  friends  in  less  de¬ 
veloped  areas.  This  program  is  certainly  an 
important  instrument  of  our  foreign  policy 
and  therefore  important  to  the  security  and 
welfare  of  the  United  States. 

The  Congress  authorized  $500  million  to  be 
available  for  use  by  the  Development  Loan 
Fund  beginning  in  fiscal  year  1959  and  $625 
million  for  fiscal  year  1959.  Under  the 
authorization,  $300  million  was  appropriated 
to  the  Fund  in  fiscal  year  1958  and  $400 
million  in  fiscal  year  1959,  making  a 
total  of  $700  million  available  for  loan  ac¬ 
tivity.  At  the  time  the  fiscal  1959  appro¬ 
priation  was  being  considered,  the  Fund  had 
been  actively  considering  loan  applications 
only  since  January  1958  and  many  Members 
of  Congress  felt  that  more  time  should  be  al¬ 
lowed  for  the  Fund  to  determine  its  capac¬ 
ity  to  make  effective  use  of  the  full  sum 
authorized.  In  approving  the  amount  of 
$400  million  of  the  requested  $625  million 
for  fiscal  year  1959,  the  conference  committee 
of  the  Senate  and  House  Appropriations 
Committees  inserted  in  the  conference  re¬ 
port  on  the  Mutual  Security  Appropriation 
Act  of  1959  the  following  statement: 

“The  amounts  contained  in  the  bill  agreed 
to  by  the  conferees  were  too  small  in  the 
view  of  §ome  of  the  conferees,  especially  in 
the  Development  Loan  Fund.  It  is  under¬ 
stood  that  if  additional  funds  are  needed 
next  January  for  the  purposes  contained  in 
this  bill,  the  Appropriations  Committees  of 
the  House  and  Senate  will  give  earnest  con¬ 
sideration  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Executive  in  view  of  the  importance  of  main¬ 
taining  friendly  relations  with  countries  with 
whom  we  have  undertakings.” 

Today,  18  months  after  the  Fund  was 
created,  the  Fund  has  received  a  total  of 
almost  $3  billion  in  loan  applications.  Of 


this  $3  billion,  $830  million  In  proposals  were 
later  withdrawn.  The  Fund  has  approved 
loans  and  commitments  totaling  $698  mil¬ 
lion  of  the  $700  million  appropriated.  At 
the  present  time,  therefore,  after  allowing 
for  administrative  expenses,  only  about 
$800,000  of  the  Fund’s  appropriated  capital 
of  $700  million  is  available  for  loans,  and  the 
Fund  has  on  hand  about  $1.5  billion  of 
requests  awaiting  consideration.  The  Fund 
has  made  78  loans  In  36  countries.  One- 
third  of  our  loans  will  directly  benefit  private 
enterprise  in  less  developed  areas.  A  total  of 
$92  million  in  loan  commitments  have  been 
made  directly  to  private  borrowers,  another 
$132  million  have  been  made  directly  to 
governments  for  the  purchase  of  imported 
equipment  which  will  be  made  available  to 
local  private  industries. 

I  think  it  is  important  to  point  out,  Mr. 
President,  that  of  the  $698  million  in  ap¬ 
proved  loans  and  commitments,  about  $481 
million  is  in  loans  and  guarantee  agreements 
which  have  been  signed  and  obligated,  and 
$217  million  in  loan  applications  has  been 
committed  and  is  awaiting  formal  obligation. 
Like  the  Export-Import  Bank  and  other  sim¬ 
ilar  Government  lending  agencies  the  De¬ 
velopment  Loan  Fund  considers  any  out¬ 
standing  commitment  or  promise  to  make  a 
loan  a  charge  against  its  capital,  and  once 
the  Fund  has  committed  a  portion  of  its 
capital  to  one  borrower  it  cannot  commit 
that  portion  to  another  borrower.  It  has 
been  alleged  by  some  that  the  Fund  needs 
no  new  capital  because  it  has  not  obligated 
all  currently  available  funds.  I  believe  that 
this  is  fallacious  reasoning,  Mr.  President, 
since  commitments  under  the  present  Fund 
policy  constitute  the  pledged  word  of  the 
U.S.  Government  and  must  as  such  be 
honored. 

Secretary  of  State  Herter  in  testifying  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  Appropriations  Committee 
aptly  stated  that  “the  economic  hopes  and 
aspirations  of  the  peoples  of  the  less  devel¬ 
oped  areas  are  powerful  realities  of  our  era 
and  pose  a  challenge  for  the  entire  free 
world.  These  hopes  and  aspirations  mani¬ 
fest  themselves  in  an  economic  and  social 
revolution  which  is  sweeping  the  underde¬ 
veloped  two-thirds  of  the  free  world.  We 
cannot  ignore  this  revolution  because  its 
outcome  is  important  to  our  own  security 
and  welfare.”  I  think  it  most  important  to 
note  that  in  the  last  4  years  Communist 
economic  assistance  to  a  selected  few  of  the 
less  developed  countries  has  totaled  about 
$1.7  billion  and  we  know  that  the  activities 
of  the  Communists  are  increasing  in  this 
field.  I  think  it  is  also  important  to  recall 
that  the  establishment  of  the  Development 
Loan  Fund  was  the  result  of  congressional 
initiative.  The  Congress  recommended  the 
establishment  of  a  development  loan  insti¬ 
tution  to  assist  the  efforts  of  free  peoples  to 
develop  their  economic  resources  and  in¬ 
crease  their  productive  capabilities.  The 
President  responded  to  this  recommenda¬ 
tion  by  proposing  the  creation  of  the  DLF 
which  the  Congress  did  establish. 

Since  its  establishment,  the  Development 
Loan  Fund  has  been  staffed  and  adminis¬ 
tered  with  vigor  and  efficiency.  The  ad¬ 
ministration  deserves  commendation  for  ef¬ 
fectively  carrying  out  the  will  of  Congress 
in  this  important  program. 

The  President  has  asked  for  $225 
million,  relying  pa.  part  on  an  Invitation 
from  the  Congress.  In  making  that  invita¬ 
tion,  the  85th  Congress  gave  the  President  a 
virtual  assurance  that  his  request  would  be 
favorably  considered.  The  $200  million  rec¬ 
ommended  by  the  Senate  committee  would 
enable  the  Fund  to  continue  its  operations 
at  a  rate  that  it  has  succeeded  in  achieving 
so  far.  I  believe  that  any  level  of  funding 
less  than  this  would  constitute  a  change  in 
the  policy  of  the  Congress  with  respect  to 
the  purpose  and  scope  of  the  operation  of 
this  important  instrument  of  our  foreign 


policy.  Nothing  has  happened  since  the 
DLF  was  established  to  warrant  such  a 
change.  The  conditions  which  led  Congress 
to  take  its  past  actions  on  the  Fund  have  if 
anything  grown  more  urgent.  The  record 
of  the  operation  of  the  Development  Loan 
Fund  in  the  last  18  months  certainly  justi¬ 
fies  our  maintaining  no  less  than  the  level 
of  funding  proposed  by  the  Appropriations 
Committee. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  I 
am  surprised  that  it  can  be  seriously 
proposed  that  the  amount  to  be  appro¬ 
priated  for  use  of  the  Development  Loan 
Fund  should  be  reduced  from  $200  mil¬ 
lion  to  $100  million.  I  can  think  of  few 
actions  which  we  might  take  at  this 
critical  time  which  would  be  more  dis¬ 
astrous  to  our  foreign  policy. 

-Only  a  few  days  ago,  on  April  9,  Mr. 
Allen  Dulles  pointed  out  the  nature  of 
the  economic  challenge  which  we  face. 
Last  year  he  noted  that  although  the 
Soviet  Union  was  producing  only  1  auto¬ 
mobile  for  every  50  we  produce  in  the 
United  States  it  was  turning  out  4 
machine  tools  to  our  1. 

The  Soviets  are  doing  the  same  thing 
in  the  underdeveloped  areas.  During 
the  past  10  years  nearly  a  billion  people 
in  21  nations  have  become  independent. 
These  people  are  determined  to  achieve  a 
better  way  of  life  by  industrializing,  and 
we  may  be  sure  that  the  nations  which 
help  in  this  industrialization  process  will 
be  the  ones  which  will  ultimately  have 
political  influence  in  those  countries  and 
will  be  the  nations  which  can  expect  to 
expand  trade  in  these  new  areas. 

Mr.  Dulles  had  this  to  say: 

The  leaders  of  world  communism  are  alert 
to  the  opportunity  which  this  great  trans¬ 
formation  provides  them.  They  realize  the 
future  of  communism  can  be  insured  only 
by  expansion,  and  that  the  best  hope  of 
such  expansion  lies  in  Asia  and  Africa.  While 
they  are  attempting  to  focus  all  our  con¬ 
cern  on  Berlin,  they  are  moving  into  Iraq 
with  arms,  economic  aid,  and  subversion, 
and  giving  added  attention  to  Africa. 

The  Communist  bloc  trade  and  aid  pro¬ 
grams  in  undeveloped  countries  by  the  bloc 
in  this  year.  In  the  4-year  period  ending 
1958,  the  total  of  grants  and  credits  totaled 
$2,500  million,  of  which  $1,600  million  came 
from  the  U.S.S.R.  and  the  balance  from  the 
satellites  and  China.  Three-fifths  of  the 
total  delivered  to  date  has  been  in  the  form 
of  arms  to  the  U.A.R. — Egypt  and  Syria — 
Yemen,  Iraq,  Afghanistan,  and  Indonesia. 
These  same  countries,  plus  India,  Argentina, 
Ceylon,  Burma,  and  Cambodia,  have  received 
the  bulk  of  the  economic  aid. 

I  had  thought,  Mr.  President,  that  the 
big  decision  to  confront  the  Senate  and 
the  American  people  was  the  decision 
of  whether  to  put  the  Development  Loan 
Fund  on  a  long-term  basis  substantial 
enough  to  do  the  job. 

The  Development  Loan  Fund  was  cre¬ 
ated  largely  as  a  result  of  a  unanimous 
recommendation  of  a  Special  Senate 
Committee  To  Study  the  Foreign  Aid 
Program.  That  committee  in  1957  rec¬ 
ommended  that  “economic  development 
assistance  should  be  put  on  a  repayable 
basis  through  the  mechanism  of  a  de¬ 
velopment  fund.”  The  report  of  that 
committee  continued,  stating  that  the 
concept  of  a  Development  Loan  Fund 
“should  be  such  as  to  permit  the  Fund 
to  supplement  the  lending  operations 
of  the  Export-Import  Bank  and  the  In- 
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ternational  Bank,  to  promote  the  flow 
of  capital  abroad,  and  to  encourage  the 
development  of  private  enterprise  within 
recipient  countries.”  If  this  Nation  is 
not  willing  by  loans  to  assist  newly  in¬ 
dependent  nations  to  get  their  econ¬ 
omies  on  a  self-sustaining  basis,  we  can¬ 
not  expect  them  to  have  a  very  high 
opinion  of  the  free  capitalistic  system, 
or  of  the  free  world  generally. 

Only  yesterday  the  President,  during 
his  press  conference,  endorsed  amend¬ 
ments  which  I  will  propose  later  to  the 
Development  Loan  Fund  to  give  it  con¬ 
tinuity  and  to  provide  it  with  adequate 
funds.  The  President  said: 

We  have  got  to  carry  forward  a  program 
that  each  year  is  going  to  be  something 
stronger  than  what  we  are  now  doing,  if  we 
are  going  to  serve  our  own  interests  in  this 
world. 

We  might  as  well  realize  a  very  simple 
fact — that  the  United  States  cannot 
continue  to  grow  richer  and  richer,  while 
the  rest  of  the  world  grows  poorer  and 
poorer.  This  does  not  mean  that  I  think 
we  should  share  the  wealth.  It  does 
mean,  however,  that  we  should,  at  a 
minimum,  be  willing  to  assist  other  na¬ 
tions  to  increase  their  standards  of  liv¬ 
ing.  To  fail  to  do  this  is  but  to  invito 
ultimate  economic  disaster  in  this  coun¬ 
try  and  in  the  free  world. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FULBR2GHT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  rise  to  support 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  For¬ 
eign  Relations.  It  is  my  view  that  the 
Development  Loan  Fund  is  the  most  ef¬ 
fective  part  of  our  mutual  security  pro¬ 
gram.  While  there  undoubtedly  have 
been  limitations  and  there  undoubtedly 
have  been  mistakes  and  abuses,  it  ap¬ 
pears  to  me  the  proposal  we  have  before 
us  is  not  the  way  to  cure  those.  In  fact, 
we  might,  in  the  process  of  cutting  the 
Fund,  actually  destroy  what  we  have 
already  put  into  it  so  far  as  effectiveness 
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Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  The  Senator  is 
quite  correct.  The  Fund  has  been  too 
small  to  be  effective.  The  complaint 
which  has  been  made — that  it  has  not 
yet  been  turned  entirely  into  a  loan  pro¬ 
gram,  and  that  we  are  still  making 
grants — results  primarily  from  the  fact 
that,  after  the  proposal  in  1957,  the  heart 
was  cut  out  of  the  Development  Loan 
Fund  and  it  has  been  nothing  but  a  shell 
up  to  now,  so  it  could  not  possibly  answer 
the  legitimate  needs  which  have  been 
submitted  to  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
order  for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellender].  All  time  for 
debate  having  .expired,  the  clerk  will 
call  the  roll. 


The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  HRUSKA  (when  his  name  was 
called) .  On  this  vote  I  have  a  pair  with 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen], 
If  he  were  present  and  voting  he  would 
vote  “nay.”  If  I  were  permitted  to  vote, 
I  would  vote  “yea.”  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON  (when  his  name  was 
called) .  On  this  vote  I  have  a  pair  with 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Randolph]  .  If  he  were  present  and  vot¬ 
ing  he  would  vote  “yea.”  If  I  were  per¬ 
mitted  to  vote  I  would  vote  “nay.”  I 
withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  (when  his  name  was 
called).  On  this  vote  I  have  a  live  pair 
with  the  senior  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Russell],  Were  he  present  and 
voting  he  would  vote  “yea.”  If  I  were 
permitted  to  vote,  I  would  vote  “nay.” 
I  therefore  withhold  my  vote. 

The  rollcall  was  concluded. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Alaska  [Mr.  Bartlett], 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Gore], 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Kennedy],  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Monroney],  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  [Mr.  Neuberger],  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  [Mr.  Randolph],  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell], 
the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Smath- 
ers],  and  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Sparkman]  are  absent  on  official 
business. 

I  also  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  Bible]  is  absent  because  of 
a  death  in  his  family. 

I  further  announce  that  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  [Mr.  Frear]  is  absent  be¬ 
cause  of  illness. 

On  this  vote,  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
vada  [Mr.  Bible]  is  paired  with  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Neuberger]. 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  would  vote  “yea”  and  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Oregon  would  vote  “nay.” 

I  further  announce  that,  if  present 
and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Gore],  the  Senator  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  [Mr.  Kennedy],  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Monroney],  the 
Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Smathers], 
and  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Sparkman]  would  each  vote  “nay.” 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Case] 
and  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Wiley]  are  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
Curtis],  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Dirksen],  and  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Morton]  are  necessarily 
absent. 

On  this  vote,  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Case]  is  paired  with  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Curtis]. 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  would  vote  “nay,”  and  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  would  vote 
“yea.” 

The  pair  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Dirksen]  has  been  previously  an¬ 
nounced.  If  present  and  voting,  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Morton] 
would  vote  “nay.” 


The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Carl¬ 
son]  is  detained  on  official  business,  and 
if  present  and  voting,  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  24, 
nays  54,  as  follows: 


YEAS— 24 


Byrd,  Va. 

Ervin 

McClellan 

Byrd,  W.  Va. 

Goldwater 

O’Mahoney 

Cannon 

Gruelling 

Robertson 

Capehart 

Johnston,  S.C. 

Stennis 

Chavez 

Jordan 

Talmadge 

Dworshak 

Kerr 

Thurmond 

Eastland 

Langer 

Williams,  Del. 

Ellender 

Long 

NAYS— 54 

Young,  N.  Dak. 

Aiken 

Green 

McNamara 

Allott 

Hart 

Martin 

Anderson 

Hartke 

Morse 

Beall 

Hayden 

Moss 

Bennett 

Hennings 

Mundt 

Bridges 

Hickenlooper 

Murray 

Bush 

Hill 

Muskie 

Butler 

Holland 

Pastore 

Carroll 

Humphrey 

Prouty 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Jackson 

Proxmlre 

Church 

Javits 

Saltonstall 

Clark 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Schoeppel 

Cooper 

Keating 

Scott 

Cotton 

Kefauver 

Smith 

Dodd 

Kuchel 

Symington 

Douglas 

Lausche  x 

Williams,  N.J. 

Engle 

McCarthy 

Yarborough 

Fulbright 

McGee 

Young,  Ohio 

NOT  VOTING— 

-20 

Bartlett 

Gore 

Neuberger 

Bible 

Hruska 

Randolph 

Carlson 

Kennedy 

Russell 

Case,  N.J. 

Magnuson 

Smathers 

Curtis 

Mansfield 

Sparkman 

Dirksen 

Monroney 

Wiley 

Frear 

Morton 

So  Mr.  Ellender’s  amendment  was 
rcj  ected 

.  Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  vote  by  which  the  amend¬ 
ment  was  rejected  be  reconsidered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  move  to 
lay  that  motion  on  the  table. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  JAVTTS  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JAVITS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  am  in¬ 
formed  that  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Douglas]  has  one  amendment 
which  he  wishes  to  offer.  He  does  not 
expect  to  discuss  it  for  more  than  5  min¬ 
utes.  I  know  of  no  other  amendment  to 
be  offered  to  the  bill.  I  should  like  to 
have  Senators  remain  in  the  Chamber, 
because  we  expect  to  have  a  yea-and-nay 
vote  on  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mi-.  President,  I  now  ask  for  the  yeas 
and  nays  on  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  we 
may  have  an  allotment  of  time  on  the 
amendment,  5  minutes  to  be  controlled 
by  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Doug¬ 
las]  and  5  minutes  to  be  controlled  by 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden], 
the  chairman  of  the  committee. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Javits] 
may  yield  for  the  purpose  of  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  amendment  and  the 
yea-and-nay  vote  on  the  bill,  and  that 
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he  may  obtain  the  floor  upon  the  comple¬ 
tion  of  the  yea-and-nay  vote. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  President,  I  may 
say  to  Senators,  many  of  whom  have 
routine  business  which  they  wish  to 
transact,  that  I  shall,  of  course,  accom¬ 
modate  them  once  I  have  been  recog¬ 
nized  following  the  vote.  The  majority 
leader  prefers  that  that  not  be  done  now. 
I  plan  to  make  a  speech  with  respect  to 
the  Supreme  Court,  and  I  shall  be  more 
than  happy  if  Senators  will  participate 
in  a  discussion.  However,  I  shall  accom¬ 
modate  Senators  who  wish  to  transact 
routine  business  and  then  must  leave  the 
Chamber. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  New  York  for  his  complete 
cooperation  during  the  debate. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  call 
up  my  amendment  designated  “4-28- 
59 — C,’’  and  ask  that  it  be  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated  for  the  infor¬ 
mation  of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  11, 
it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  all  language 
in  lines  12  through  15. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  would  remove  from  the  bill 
the  language  which  would  allow  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  to  increase  the  limi¬ 
tation  on  the  amount  of  money  which 
it  can  use  from  the  sale  of  scrap,  salvage, 
and  surplus  material  for  the  expense  of 
disposing  of  surplus  property.  » 

At  present,  the  Department  of  Defense 
can  use  some  $49  million  from  the  sale  of 
surplus  property  for  its  program  to  dis¬ 
pose  of  surplus  property.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  is  now  asking  that  an  additional 
$5  million  be  added  to  that  limitation,  so 
as  to  increase  the  funds  which  would  be 
available  to  the  Department  for  the  dis¬ 
posal  of  the  property,  and  therefore  di¬ 
minishing  the  net  income  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  by  another  $5  million,  so  the  total 
limitation  will  be  raised  to  $54  million 
from  the  existing  $49  million. 

In  my  judgment,  there  are  several  rea¬ 
sons  why  the  amendment  should  be 
adopted.  First,  I  think  the  whole  pro¬ 
gram  of  disposal  of  surplus  property  by 
the  Government  needs  a  very  real  prob¬ 
ing.  The  records  show  that  last  year  the 
Department  of  Defense  sold  surplus  mili¬ 
tary  supplies,  the  original  cost  of  which 
had  been  approximately  $6  billion,  for 
approximately  $200  million.  The  De¬ 
partment  has  charged  off  approximately 
$50  million  as  the  expense  of  selling  that 
surplus  material,  so  the  net  received  by 
the  Government  for  the  sale  of  $6  billion 
of  surplus  property  was  only  approxi¬ 
mately  $150  million,  or  2*4  cents  on  the 
dollar. 

I  hope  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations  and  the  Comptroller  General 
will  probe  this  whole  problem.  From  in¬ 
quiries  which  I  have  made,  it  seems  prob¬ 
able  that  in  a  number  of  instances,  at  the 
very  time  the  Department  of  Defense 
has  been  disposing  of  certain  property 
which  is  surplus,  it  has  been  buying 
either  identical  or  similar  articles  and,  of 
course,  paying  100  cents  on  the  dollar  for 
them.  Still  the  Department  wants  to 
diminish  the  net  amount  which  the  Gov¬ 


ernment  will  receive,  which  is  already 
scanty,  by  another  $5  million.  If  the 
Department  receives  only  $200  million 
this  year  for  the  disposal  of  $6  billion 
worth  of  surplus  property,  this  will  mean 
a  further  loss  of  $5  million  to  the  tax¬ 
payers. 

In  addition  to  that,  there  are  several 
other  reasons  why,  in  my  opinion,  the 
amendment  should  be  adopted.  First,  it 
would  prevent  another  type  of  backdoor 
financing  with  the  funds  which  are  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  sale  of  such  surplus 
property.  At  present,  the  Department 
of  Defense  is  allowed  to  use  those  funds, 
up  to  a  total  amount  of  $54  million,  with¬ 
out  having  a  further  appropriation  made. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  and  the  minority  leader  have  pre¬ 
pared  all  sorts  of  data  pretending  to  show 
that  we  Democrats  are  wild  spenders. 
When  we,  in  turn,  have  proven  beyond  a 
doubt  that  we  have  cut  the  President’s 
budget  year  by  year  by  year,  they  have  in 
turn  replied  that  while  that  is  true  we 
Democrats  have  authorized  back-door 
methods  of  spending  money  and  must 
thus  bear  responsibility  for  the  items 
which  the  administration  has  spent 
which  are  over  and  above  the  amount 
which  we  have  appropriated. 

Yet,  this  amendment,  which  was  re¬ 
quested  by  the  administration,  not  only 
continues,  but  extends,  the  very  practice 
about  which  they  complain.  Therefore, 
in  order  to  avoid  a  further  extension  of 
back-door  financing,  the  amendment 
should  be  adopted. 

Second.  I  think  we  should  be  very 
careful  in  giving  to  any  agency  the  right 
to  spend  the  money  it  gains  through 
surplus  sales  or  from  any  other  activity 
without  a  specific  appropriation.  The 
reason  for  this  is  that  in  the  case  of  sur¬ 
plus  property,  there  is  always  the  danger 
that  the  agency  will  sell  additional  prop¬ 
erty,  and  property  which  should  not  be 
sold  as  surplus,  merely  for  the  purpose 
of  enlarging  its  own  funds,  building  a 
greater  bureaucracy,  and  for  its  own  ag¬ 
grandizement. 

I  have  already  pointed  out  numerous 
examples  of  cases  in  which  the  military 
forces  appear  to  be  selling  as  surplus, 
items  which  are  still  quite  usable  and 
items  for  which  the  military  are  asking 
funds  to  buy  anew,  at  the  same  time  that 
similar  items  are  being  sold  as  surplus. 

Third.  Let  me  say  that  very  recently 
the  Department  of  Defense  requested 
that  the  amount  be  increased  from  $41  to 
$49  million;  and  the  increase  was  made. 

Fourth.  Under  Public  Law  152  of  the 
81st  Congress,  which  is  known  as  the 
General  Services  Act,  and  which  created 
the  General  Services  Administration,  it 
was  thought  that  all  surplus  disposal 
would  eventually  be  in  the  hands  of  the 
GSA.  That  was  to  be  done  for  two  pur¬ 
poses.  On  the  one  hand,  it  was  to  provide 
a  coordinated  program  for  surplus  dis¬ 
posal.  On  the  other  hand,  it  was  to  re¬ 
lieve  the  military  services  of  this  pro¬ 
gram,  in  order  that  they  could  concen¬ 
trate  their  personnel  and  their  energies 
on  their  primary  duty — namely,  to  de¬ 
fend  this  country  against  our  enemies. 

However,  that  overall  plan  has  not 
been  put  into  effect.  This  item  of  the  bill 
increases  the  amount  which  the  Depart- 
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ment  of  Defense  may  spend  on  this  pro¬ 
gram  some  10  years  after  the  GSA  was 
established  to  put  the  plan  into  effect. 
The  facts  appear  to  show  that  GSA  is 
actually  delegating  this  authority  back 
to  the  military  services,  or  at  least  is  not 
expanding  the  coordinated  program  of 
surplus  disposal. 

For  all  of  these  reasons,  Mr.  President, 
this  amendment  should  be  adopted.  As  a 
result  the  amount  of  money  will  be  cut 
by  $5  million. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mc¬ 
Carthy  in  the  chair).  The  time  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois  has 
expired. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  the 
argument  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
appears  to  be  very  reasonable.  How¬ 
ever,  he  did  not  inform  the  Senate  that 
every  year  a  large  amount  of  scrap  and 
salvage  is  accumulated. 

As  for  the  suggestion  that  the  House  is 
not  a  spender,  the  Senator  will  recall 
that  the  other  day  my  good  friend,  the 
Senator  from  Illinois,  said  the  Senate 
was  the  “up-er.” 

This  item  was  included  in  the  bill  as 
it  came  to  us  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  because  the  House  wished 
to  save  money  by  means  of  this  pro¬ 
cedure.  For  several  years  this  limita¬ 
tion  has  been  placed  by  the  Congress  on 
the  amount  of  proceeds  of  the  sale  of 
scrap  and  salvage  which  may  be  utilized 
in  connection  with  expense  of  such  sales. 
It  is  true  that  this  item  increases  the 
amount  the  agency  can  spend.  But, 
stated  simply,  the  effect  is  like  that  of  a 
newspaper  advertisement  by  a  store 
which  wishes  to  increase  its  sales.  That 
example  shows  all  there  is  to  this  item 
of  the  bill. 

The  Department  of  Defense  requested 
an  increase  in  the  limitation  and  the 
House  and  the  Senate  committee  have 
approved  an  increase  of  $5  million. 

In  1958  the  Department  disposed  of 
$6  billion  worth  of  material. 

If  the  “limitation”  funds  were  not  pro¬ 
vided,  the  surplus  would  increase,  caus¬ 
ing  additional  costs  to  the  Government 
in  storage  space  and  deterioration.  To 
the  extent  that  the  proceeds  of  sale  are 
available  for  reimbursement  to  the 
maintenance  and  operation  accounts,  for 
expenses  in  connection  with  the  disposal 
program,  an  incentive  is  provided  to 
continue  the  acceleration  of  disposal. 
This  provides  f urther  savings  in  the 
areas  of  storage  and  deterioration.  Ac¬ 
tually,  the  limitations  result  in  a  de¬ 
crease  in  Federal  costs,  by  providing  this 
incentive. 

The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  could  cost  the  Government 
money,  rather  than  save  any.  If  the 
language  now  contained  in  the  bill  is 
deleted,  it  will  mean  that  $5  million  in 
funds  generated  from  the  sale  of  scrap 
cannot  be  used  to  prepare  more  scrap 
and  salvage  for  sale.  Thus,  the  disposal 
program  will  be  slowed  down.  Addi¬ 
tional  storage  space  will  have  to  be 
utilized.  The  scrap  will  deteriorate, 
thus  reducing  its  resale  price.  The 
amendment,  unfortunately,  would  not 
reduce  costs,  but  actually  could  increase 
costs  to  the  taxpayer,  and  could  defer 
the  disposal  of  excess  material. 
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Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
'  will  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield 
to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Moss 
in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  ? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Is  it  not  true 
that  this  year  an  additional  $2  billion 
worth  of  excess  and  surplus  property  is 
being  disposed  of;  and,  in  that  connec¬ 
tion,  this  item  of  the  bill  increases  the 
limitation  by  $5  million  in  order  to  dis¬ 
pose  of  an  additional  $2  billion  worth  of 
this  property.  Furthermore,  it  should  be 
noted  that  more  than  half  the  cost  of 
disposing  of  scrap  is  for  demilitarizing 
it — in  other  words,  removing  the  am¬ 
munition  and  making  the  scrap  safer. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  So  if  this  addi¬ 
tional  $2  billion  worth  of  property  is  to 
be  disposed  of,  it  is  necessary  that  this 
$5  million  inc  rease  in  the  limitation  be 
made. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Yes.  Of  course  it  is 
necessary  to  reduce  the  amount  of  scrap, 
which  now  is  increasing. 

Mr.  CARROLL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield  for 
a  question? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CARROLL.  Has  any  comparative 
analysis  been  submitted  in  regard  to  the 
cost  which  might  be  incurred  if  this  item 
were  not  included  in  the  bill? 

.  Mr.  CHAVEZ.  No.  However,  a  com¬ 
parative  analysis  is  available.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  has  referred  to  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time 
available  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mex¬ 
ico  has  expired. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  do  I 
have  any  time  remaining? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  All  avail¬ 
able  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  both  sides  be  al¬ 
lowed  an  additional  2  minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  that  the  original  cost  of  the  property 
sold  was  $6  billion;  but  all  that  was  re¬ 
ceived  for  it,  following  the  sale,  was  $200 
million.  Furthermore,  the  expenses  of 
preparing  the  material  for  sale  came  to 
$50  million. 

Mr.  CARROLL.  In  view  of  the  item 
now  included  in  the  bill,  what  would  be 
the  cost  if  this  item  were  to  be  stricken 
out?  The  Senator  has  referred  to  the 
storage  costs  and  the  other  costs. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Yes. 

Mr.  CARROLL.  Has  any  estimate  of 
those  costs  been  stated? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  point  to  bear  in 
mind  is  that  it  will  be  impossible  to  dis¬ 
pose  of  this  property  unless  this  item  is 
included  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  GRUENING.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield  to 
me? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GRUENING.  Those  of  us  who 
would  like  to  vote  on  this  matter  in  the 
interest  of  economy  and  saving  to  the 
taxpayers  would  like  to  have  the  Sena¬ 
tor’s  view  as  to  which  would  have  the 


more  economical  result — the  commit¬ 
tee’s  proposal  or  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  proposal  was 
made  by  the  House,  which,  as  I  stated 
before,  is  not  a  spending  agency.  The 
House  put  the  item  in  the  bill.  The 
House  reduced  quite  a  few  items.  The 
Senate  has  restored  some  of  these.  How¬ 
ever,  a  decrease  of  $82  million  in  the 
budget  request  was  made.  Nevertheless, 
the  House  put  the  salvage  item  in  the 
bill.  All  the  committee  did  was  agree  to 
it,  because  we  thought  the  item  would  ac¬ 
celerate  sales  and  save  money  for  the 
Government. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Yes. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  My  recollection  is  that 
most  of  the  scrap  now  being  disposed  of 
was  material  acquired  during  World  War 
II  and  the  Korean  conflict.  Much  of  it 
is  ammunition,  and  material  of  that 
kind.  The  powder  has  to  be  removed 
from  the  ammunition,  and  much  work 
must  be  done  before  the  material  can 
be  sold.  It  is  in  that  connection  that  the 
expense  is  incurred.  In  any  event,  the 
point  is  that  this  is  not  money  out  of 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States.  We 
originally  allowed  the  use  of  $49  million 
of  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  the 
scrap  to  demilitarize  and  make  material 
ready  for  additional  sale.  That  is  all 
there  is  to  this  matter.  The  objective  is 
to  get  more  of  the  scrap  on  the  market, 
sell  it,  and  stop  having  to  pay  storage 
for  it. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  mentioned 
the  fact  that  perhaps  the  General  Ac¬ 
counting  Office  should  look  into  the 
methods  of  the  Army  in  disposing  of 
the  scrap.  I  am  not  saying  the  Army  is 
using  the  best  methods  of  disposing  of 
the  material.  I  should  be  glad  to  have 
the  General  Accounting  Office,  which  is 
an  arm  of  the  Congress,  look  into  the 
matter.  But  the  material  has  to  be  dis¬ 
posed  of.  The  longer  we  keep  it,  the 
more  we  lose. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Moss 
in  the  chair).  The  time  of  the  Senator 
has  expired. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  men¬ 
tion  is  made  of  scrap.  But  more  than 
scrap  is  involved  in  this  program.  We 
have  records  of  surplus  property  includ¬ 
ing  bulldozers,  trucks,  typewriters,  buses, 
cranes — perfectly  usable  products — be¬ 
ing  disposed  of  to  civil  defense,  and  civil 
defense  giving  them,  without  charge,  to 
private  enterprise  carrying  on  building 
activities. 

If  one  visits  army  surplus  stores  all 
over  the  country,  he  will  find  on  many  of 
the  goods  which  are  for  sale  the  words 
“genuine  Army  surplus.”  The  word 
“genuine”  generally  indicates  it  is  the 
“real  McCoy.” 

We  purchase  about  $23  billion  worth 
of  goods  each  year.  There  are  $44  V2 
billion  worth  of  supplies  and  equipment 
in  storehouses  and  in  the  supply  system 
inventory  of  the  Defense  Department. 
Six  billion  dollars  worth  of  those  sup¬ 
plies  and  equipment  are  sold  each  year, 
resulting  in  a  gross  return  of  $200  mil¬ 
lion  from  them,  and  a  net  of  $150  mil¬ 
lion.  To  my  mind  it  is  necessary  to 


shake  up  the  whole  service,  and  for  the 
military  services  to  use  up  millions  of 
dollars  of  the  supplies  and  equipment, 
which  are  kept  in  storage  or  are  sold 
for  2V2  cents  on  the  dollar,  and  thereby 
save  100  cents  on  the  dollar.  The  mili¬ 
tary  could  thus  draw  down  on  these 
usable  items  rather  than  to  dispose  of 
them  as  surplus  while  at  the  same  time 
it  buys  vast  quantities  of  exact  or  similar 
items. 

My  amendment  is  offered  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  serving  notice  on  the  supply 
services  that  we  mean  business  and  we 
do  not  mean  to  have  this  waste  continue. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Douglas]  .  The  yeas  and  nays  have  been 
ordered - 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  the  yeas  and  nays  have  not 
been  ordered  on  the  amendment;  they 
have  been  ordered  on  the  passage  of  the 
bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  was 
the  understanding  of  the  Chair  that  the 
yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered  on  the 
amendment,  but  the  Record  may  show 
differently. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  yeas 
and  nays  were  requested  on  the  passage 
of  the  bill,  not  on  this  amendment. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
not  s lurking  a  yea-and-nay  vote  on  the 
amendment.  If  the  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  wants  a  yea-and-nay 
vote,  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  have  it. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  No. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  some  statistics  with  regard 
to  the  appropriation  for  the  New  Senate 
Office  Building,  which  was  discussed 
yesterday. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  material 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

New  Senate  Office  Building 


1949:  Estimated  cost  of  com¬ 
plete  building  and  equipment 
if  project  had  proceeded  at 

that  time _ _ _ $20,  600,  000 

1954:  Estimated  cost  of  modified 

building  and  equipment _  20,  600,  000 

1959 :  Estimated  cost  of  modified 

building  and  equipment _  24,  196,  000 

CUBAGE 

Cubic  feet 

1949:  Total  estimated  cubage _  9,600,000 

1954  and  1959:  Estimated  cu¬ 
bage _ _ _ _  8,  790,  000 

USABLE  FLOOR  SPACE 


Square  feet 


1949 :  Total  estimated  usable 
floor  area,  excluding  corridors, 
stairways,  public  toilets,  ele¬ 
vators,  and  garage _  442,  000 

1954  and  1959 :  Estimated  usable 
floor  area _  391,  000 

ESTIMATED  CUBAGE  COSTS - BUILDING  CONSTRUC¬ 

TION  ONLY 

Per 

cubic  foot 

1949:  Complete  building _ . _  $1.75 

1954:  Modified  building _  2.05 

1959:  Modified  building _ 2.22 
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New  Senate  Office  Building — Continued 

RISE  IN  CONSTRUCTION  INDEX  COSTS 

Percent 

1949  to  1954 _ 23 

1954  to  1959 - 27 

Total  rise  in  construc¬ 
tion  index  costs  1949 
to  1959-— _  50 

Superstructure  contract  awarded  Septem¬ 
ber  1955. 

Changes  in  contract  work  ordered  1955-59. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record,  at  this  point  be¬ 
fore  the  vote  on  final  passage  of  the 
supplemental  appropriation  bill,  a  state¬ 
ment  on  the  appropriation  for  forest 
roads  and  trails,  and  forest  development. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  By  Senator  Cooper 

I  wish  to  commend  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  for  including  in  the  supplemen¬ 
tal  appropriation  bill  an  amount  for  forest 
land  development,  and  for  forest  roads  and 
trails,  in  national  forests  near  “areas  of  the 
country  that  are  especially  burdened  with 
unemployment.” 

Early  this  year,  I  pointed  out  to  officials  of 
the  Forest  Service  the  conditions  of  distress 
I  had  found  in  my  trips  through  eastern 
Kentucky,  and  asked  if  projects  planned  for 
the  Cumberland  National  Forest,  which 
crosses  16  counties  and  extends  from  just 
below  the  Ohio  River  in  Kentucky  south- 
westward  to  the  Tennessee  border,  could  be 
accelerated.  I  believe  this  appropriation 
will  enable  them  to  do  so. 

I  hope  that  in  conference  with  the  House, 
the  Senate  conferees  will  work  to  sustain 
the  full  amount  of  this  needed  appropria¬ 
tion,  and  that  it  will  not  be  reduced — cer¬ 
tainly  that  they  will  not  allow  it  to  be  cast 
aside. 

While  the  amount  of  $3  million  being 
provided  by  the  Senate  is  not  large,  especi¬ 
ally  when  viewed  as  a  sfhall  addition  to  the 
regular  appropriation  of  $65  million  for  na¬ 
tional  forest  protection  and  management, 
and  $26  million  for  forest  road  and  trail 
construction,  the  action  of  the  Senate  com¬ 
mittee  has  further  value.  It  clearly  recog¬ 
nizes  both  the  fact  that  some  areas  of  our 
country  need  and  deserves  special  attention 
at  this  time,  and  that  existing  programs  can 
be  shaped  to  provide  work  while  carrying 
out  the  purposes  of  established  programs. 
Often,  as  in  this  case,  planned  work  proj¬ 
ects  need  only  be  taken  off  the  shelf. 

So,  I  point  out  to  Senators  who  took  an 
interest  in  the  area  redevelopment  bill 
passed  by  the  Senate  on  March  23,  that  there 
are  other  approaches  to  that  problem.  Even 
before  passage  of  new  legislation  aimed  at 
long-range  solutions,  much  can  be  done  im¬ 
mediately  within  existing  law  and  under 
established  programs — if  we  will  but  see  that 
it  is  done. 

I  suggest  that  many  other  existing  pro¬ 
grams  of  the  Federal  Government,  and  Fed¬ 
eral-State  cooperative  programs,  could  be 
focused  more  sharply  toward  areas  of 
high  unemployment  and  underemployment — 
while  still  working  entirely  within  the 
framework  of  existing  plans,  and  with  bene¬ 
fits  to  the  entire  Nation.  If  this  is  not  done 
soon,  expensive  welfare  or  relief  type  pro¬ 
grams,  may  be  required.  As  one  example  of 
what  can  be  done,  I  have  introduced  in  the 
Senate  proposals  to  earmark  a  portion  of 
Federal  highway  fund3  for  accelerating  road 
work  in  these  distressed  areas. 

I  am  convinced  that  established  farm 
credit  tools.  Small  Business  Administration 
assistance,  public  works  programs,  research 
programs,  small  watershed  development. 


rural  development  projects,  surplus  food 
distribution,  and  other  existing  programs 
can  be  shaped  to  better  meet  the  needs  of 
regions  which,  in  fact,  know  real  want  today 
as  serious  as  that  of  the  great  depression. 

I  hope  the  departments  of  Government  will 
analyze  each  of  their  programs  with  a  view 
toward  adjusting  them  to  these  conditions 
of  particular  need;  in  many  cases,  I  do  not 
believe  legislation  would  be  required  to  do 
so.  But  if  the  executive  departments  will 
not  act,  or  do  not  act,  I  hope  the  Congress 
will  take  steps,  as  the  Senate  is  doing  today, 
to  help  meet  the  pressing  need  for  work, 
for  food,  and  for  hope  in  these  areas. 

And  having  established  this  sound  prin¬ 
ciple  of  concentrating  some  portion  of  ex¬ 
isting  programs  on  the  special  needs  of  dis¬ 
tressed  areas,  I  hope  very  much  that  the 
Congress  will  now  take  further  steps — and 
will  encourage  the  executive  departments 
to  take  all  reasonable  steps — to  focus  full 
attention  under  other  established  programs 
on  the  areas  of  greatest  need,  including  my 
State  of  Kentucky. 

In  connection  with  the  provision  for  for¬ 
est  work  now  before  the  Senate,  I  point  out 
that  the  latest  figures  (March  1959)  from 
the  Department  of  Labor  show  that  the 
ratio  of  unemployment  to  the  total  labor 
force  is  12.8  percent  tn  Corbin,  Ky.,  16.2  per¬ 
cent  in  the  Middlesboro-Harlan  area,  and 
17.9  percent  in  Hazard,  Kentucky.  These 
are  three  of  the  areas  measured  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor  which  are  closest  to  the 
Cumberland  National  Forest.  For  this 
reason,  I  am  sure  that  this  appropriation 
will  permit  the  acceleration  of  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice  work  in  eastern  Kentucky,  and  I  under¬ 
stand  from  officials  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  that  additional  work  is  planned 
for  Kentucky,  as  well  as  for  West  Virginia 
and  other  States,  if  the  amount  is  approved 
by  Congress. 

I  wish  to  commend  the  junior  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]  who,  as  a 
member  of  the  Appropriations  Committee, 
suggested  this  and  other  supplemental 
items,  and  established  in  the  hearings  how 
these  projects  could  provide  jobs. 

Finally,  I  note  that  in  response  to  ques¬ 
tions  from  the  Senators  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Mansfield  and  Mr.  Murray],  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  [Mr.  Hayden]  has  pointed 
out  that  there  is  a  tremendous  backlog  of 
work  in  these  forests,  that  all  these  projects 
are  now  included  in  work  plans  of  the  For¬ 
est  Service  and  will  in  any  event  be  done 
sometime,  and  that  in  addition  to  creating 
a  sizable  number  of  job  opportunities  at  this 
time,  the  work  “needs  to  be  done  in  our 
national  forests  to  conserve  this  priceless 
resource.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

If  there  be  no  further  amendment  to 
be  proposed,  the  question  is  on  the  en,s 
grossment  of  the  amendments  and  the 
third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed,  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  now  is.  Shall  the  bill  pass?  On 
this  question  the  yeas  and  nays  have  been 
ordered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
order  for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is,  Shall  the  bill  pass?  On  this 
question  the  yeas  and  nays  have  been 
ordered,  and  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Alaska  [Mr.  Bartlett], 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Clark],  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Gore]  ,  the  Senator  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  [Mr.  Kennedy],  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Neuberger],  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Randolph],  the 
Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Smathersi], 
and  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Sparkman]  are  absent  on  official  busi¬ 
ness. 

I  also  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  Bible]  is  absent  because  of 
a  death  in  the  family.  The  Senator  from 
Delaware  [Mr.  Frear]  is  absent  because 
of  illness. 

I  further  announce  that,  if  present 
and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Alaska 
[Mr.  Bartlett],  the  Senator  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania  [Mr.  Clark],  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  Bible],  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  Gore]  ,  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Kennedy],  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Neuberger],  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Ran¬ 
dolph],  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
SmathersI,  and  the  Senator  from  Ala¬ 
bama  [Mr.  Sparkman]  would  each  vote 
"yea.” 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Case] 
and  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Wiley]  are  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
Curtis],  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Dirksen],  and  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Morton]  are  necessarily  ab¬ 
sent. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Cape- 
hart]  is  absent  because  of  illness  in  his 
family,  and,  if  present  and  voting,  would 
vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Carl¬ 
son]  is  absent  on  official  business. 

If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson],  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Case],  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Curtis]  ,  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]  ,  and 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Mor¬ 
ton]  would  each  vote  “yea.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  80, 
nay  1,  not  voting  17,  as  follows: 
yeas — 80 


Aiken 

Gruening 

Mansfield 

Allott 

Hart 

Martin 

Anderson 

Hartke 

Monroney 

Beall 

Hayden 

Morse 

Bennett 

Hennings 

Moss 

Bridges 

Hlckenlooper 

Mundt 

Busk 

Hill 

"Murray 

Butler 

Holland 

Muskie 

Byrd,  Va. 

Hruska 

O’Mahoney 

Byrd,  W.  Va. 

Humphrey 

Pastore 

Cannon 

Jackson 

Prouty 

Carroll 

Javits 

Proxmire 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Robertson 

Chavez 

Johnston,  S.C. 

Russell 

Church 

Jordan 

Saltonstn  11 

Cooper 

Keating 

Schoeppel 

Cotton 

Kefauver 

Scott 

Dodd 

Kerr 

Smith 

Douglas 

Kuchel 

Stennis 

Dworshak 

Langer 

Symington 

Eastland 

Lausche 

Thurmond 

Ellender 

Long 

Williams,  N  J. 

Engle 

McCarthy 

Williams,  Del. 

Ervin 

McClellan 

Yarborough 

Fulbright 

McGee 

Young,  N.  Dak. 

Goldwater 

Green 

McNamara 

Magnuson 

Young,  Ohio 

1959 


Bartlett 

Bible 

Capehart 

Carlson 

Case,  N.J. 

Clark 


cor 


NAY— 1 
Talmadge 
NOT  VOTING— 17 


Curtis 

Dlrksen 

Frear 

Gore 

Kennedy 

Morton 


Neuberger 

Randolph 

Smathers 

Sparkman 

Wiley 


So  the  bill  (H.R.  5916)  was  passed. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  insist  on  its  amend¬ 
ments,  request  a  conference  with  the 
House  of  Representatives  thereon,  and 
that  the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate^ 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  (Mr.  Moss  in  the 
chair)  appointed  Mr.  Hayden,  Mr.  Rus¬ 
sell,  Mr.  Chavez,  Mr.  Ellender,  Mr. 
Hill,  Mr.  Magnuson,  Mr.  Pastore,  Mr. 
Bridges,  Mr.  Saltonstall,  Mr.  Young  of 
North  Dakota,  and  Mr.  Mundt  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
senatives,  by  Mr.  Bartlett,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  informed  the  Senate  that 
the  House  had  proceeded  to  reconsider 
the  bill  (S.  144)  to  modify  Reorganiza¬ 
tion  Plan  No.  II  of  1939  and  Reorgani¬ 
zation  Plan  No.  2  of  1953,  returned  by 
the  President  of  the  United  States  with 
his  objections  to  the  Senate;  and  it  was 
resolved  that  the  said  bill  do  not  pass, 
two-thirds  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  not  agreeing  to  pass  the  same. 
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ENROLLED  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
SIGNED 

The  message  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to  the 
enrolled  joint  resolution  (H.J.  Res.  301) 
providing  for  printing  copies  of  “Can¬ 
non’s  Procedure  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
senatives,”  and  it  was  signed  by  the 
President  pro  tempore. 

SPOKANE  VALLEY  PROJECT, 
WASHINGTON  AND  IDAHO 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the 
present  consideration  of  Calendar  No. 
143,  Senate  bill  994. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bilj 
will  be  stated  by  title  for  the  inform; 
tion  of  the  Senate. 

__The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill^ (S. 
994)  to  authorize  the  Secretary jn  the 
Interior  to  construct,  operate,  an/main- 
tain  the  Spokane  Valley  project  Wash¬ 
ington  and  Idaho,  under  Federal  recla¬ 
mation  laws. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consideir  the  bill. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  President,  on  be¬ 
half  of  my  distinguished  senior  col¬ 
league  [Mr.  Magnuson]  and  myself,  I 
wish  to  make  / brief  statement  on  the 
bill. 

The  proposed  Spokane  Valley  irriga¬ 
tion  pro j eat  will  serve  some  10,290  acres 
located  es/s t  of  Spokane,  Wash.,  includ¬ 
ing  sony? 197  acres  in  Idaho. 


The  development  plan  calls  for  re¬ 
placing  existing  diversion  works  and  a 
canal  distribution  system  which  were 
constructed  by  private  enterprise  in  the 
early  1900’s.  The  existing  works  have 
deteriorated  to  the  point  where  they  no 
longer  provide  the  service  needed  for 
the  irrigated  agriculture  of  the  area. 
The  existing  works  could  fail  at  any 
time,  and  thus  seriously  damage  the 
economy  of  the  area. 

The  plan  of  development  recommend¬ 
ed  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  would 
replace  the  existing  works  which  divert 
water  from  the  Spokane  River  with  a 
system  for  pumping  ground  water  from 
a  number  of  wells  and  delivering  it,  un¬ 
der  pressure,  through  a  closed-pipe  dis¬ 
tribution  system. 

The  estimated  total  cost  of  the  proj¬ 
ect  is  $5,100,000. 

The  bill  before  the  Senate  is  exactly 
the  same  as  S.  2215  which  was  approved 
fy  the  Senate  last  year.  It  provides 
at  about  27  percent  of  the  cost  will  be 
repaid  from  surplus  power  revenues  of 
theYBonneville  Power  Administration. 
Thera.  i»  ample  precedent  for  this  pro- 
visionX  At  least  14  irrigation  projects  re¬ 
ceive  aXistance  from  power,  revenues/ 
varying  ftom  6  percent  to  90  percent,  of 
the  total  irrigation  costs.  / 

With  assistance  from  power  revenues, 
the  water  users  will  be  able  to/repay 
within  50  year\the  73  percent/malance 
of  the  cost. 

The  Spokane  a /a  has  beejfi  hard  hit 
by  unemploymentV-approjjHmately  12 
percent  of  the  labor,  for^e  being  idle. 
By  guaranteeing  the  copWtiued  existence 
of  the  irrigated  agriculture  of  the  area, 
we  shall  be  adding  significant  strength 
to  the  entire  economy  of  the  area. 

The  PRESIDINGTOFFICE/.  The  bill 
is  open  to  amendment.  If  there  be  no 
amendment  to  be  proposed,  the -question 
is  on  the  engrossment  and  third  kgading 
of  the  bill. 

The  bill  j#as  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  thirg  reading,  was  read  the  ting'd 
time,  andrpassed,  as  follows : 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  oj 
Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
Amemca  in  Congress  assembled.  That,  for  the 
purpose  of  providing  a  supplemental  and 
substituted  irrigation  water  supply  for  the 
Dkane  Valley  project  in  Washington  and 
Idaho  and  the  rehabilitation  of  existing  water 
service  facilities,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
acting  pursuant  to  the  Federal  reclamation 
laws  (Act  of  June  17,  1902,  32  Stat.  388  and 
Acts  amendatory  thereof  or  supplementary 
thereto)  so  far  as  the  same  are  not  incon¬ 
sistent  with  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  is 
authorized  to  construct,  reconstruct,  re¬ 
habilitate,  operate,  and  maintain  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  the  Spokane  Valley  project,  Wash¬ 
ington  and  Idaho,  substantially  in  accord 
with  the  physical  plan  set  forth  in  the  re¬ 
port  of  the  Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  dated  August  1956,  as  proposed 
and  recommended  by  the  Commissioner  of 
Reclamation  dated  March  4,  1957,  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  on 
March  15,  1957. 

Sec.  2.  Contracts  to  repay  that  portion  of 
the  cost  of  the  Spokane  Valley  project  which 
is  allocated  to  irrigation  and  assigned  to  be 
repaid  by  irrigation -water  users  (exclusive  of 
such  portion  of  said  cost  as  may  be  derived 
from  temporary  water-supply  contracts  or 
from  other  sources)  shall  be  entered  into 
pursuant  to  subsection  (d),  section  9,  of  the 
Reclamation  Project  Act  of  1939  (53  Stat. 


1187),  and  may  provide  that  the  general  re 
payment  obligation,  which  in  no  event  sham 
be  less  than  $3,700,000,  shall  be  spreads in 
annual  installments,  which  may  be  Wried 
as  to  any; required  annual  payment  m.  the 
light  of  economic  factors  affecting  th/ability 
of  the  contracting  organization  to/pay  and 
of  water-supply  and  water-requirement  con¬ 
ditions  but  in  number  and  amounts,  satis¬ 
factory  to  the  Secretary  over  a/period  of  not 
more  than  fifty  years,  which  period  shall  be 
exclusive  of  any  permissible  development 
period  for  any  project  unit/r  for  any  irriga¬ 
tion  block  if  the  project  contract  unit  be 
divided  into  two  or  more  irrigation  blocks. 
Costs  allocated  to  irrigation  in  excess  of  the 
amount  specified  to  loe  repaid  by  the  irriga¬ 
tion-water  users  shall  be  returned  to  the 
reclamation  funds;  during  a  period  of  time 
which  shall  not  /exceed  the  period  of  repay¬ 
ment  by  the  irrigation  water  users  by  more 
than  ten  years;  from  net  revenues  derived  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  from  the  dis¬ 
position  of  power  marketed  through  the 
Bonneville  Power  Administration. 

Sec.  3/  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated,  out  of  any  moneys  in  the 
Treasury  not  otheriwse  appropriated,  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
purposes  of  this  Act. 

v  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  move  that  the  vote  by  which  the 
bill  was  passed  be  reconsidered. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mi’.  President,  I 
move  to  lay  that  motion  on  the  table. 

The  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


NEW  DIRECTIONS  FOR  FOREIGN 
ECONOMIC  AID 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Mr.  President,  on 
April  20,  the  Honorable  Chester  Bowles, 
Representative  from  Connecticut,  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  Congress  a  challenging 
speech  on  one  of  the  major  issues  of 
our  times.  This  dedicated  public  serv¬ 
ant  presented  his  thoughts  on  “New  Di¬ 
rections  For  Foreign  Economic  Aid,” 
which  appear  in  the  Congressional  Rec¬ 
ord  for  that  date,  starting  on  page  5670. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  an  editorial  from  the  St.  Louis 
Post-Dispatch  for  April  21,  entitled, 
“The  Bowles  Analysis,”  be  inserted  at 
this  point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
is  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
asNfollows : 

The  Bowles  Analysis 

If  (/[ester  Bowles  were  to  sit  silent  in 
Congress  for  the  rest  of  this  session,  the 
speech  hXdelivered  Monday  would  be  enough 
in  itself  to,  have  made  his  election  last  No¬ 
vember  by  \he  voters  of  the  Second  Con¬ 
necticut  District  a  national  public  service. 

Mr.  BowLES’Yubject  was  the  mutual  secu¬ 
rity  program,  o/en  mistakenly  called  “for¬ 
eign  aid,”  and  ^frequently  denounced  as 
“worthless  giveaways.”  What  the  former 
Ambassador  to  India  had  to  say  about  it 
constituted  a  refreshingly  frank  and  con¬ 
structive  criticism  b\  an  understanding 
friend. 

There  is  no  question  where  Representative 
Bowles  stands.  He  is  forVnutual  security 
wholeheartedly  and  he  is  going  to  vote  for 
the  full  authorization  requested  by  President 
Eisenhower.  But  this  does  nqt  keep  Mr. 
Bowles  from  seeing  the  need  fox  basic  im¬ 
provements  in  the  program.  hX,  proposes 
steps  designed  to  “compel  less  expediency, 
less  waste,  less  confusion  and  consequently 
better  performance.” 

There  ought  to  be  widespread  approval  for 
Mr.  Bowles’  very  first  recommendation, \or 
a  revised  statement  of  purpose.  He  would 
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deemphasize  communism  as  the  chief  rea¬ 
son  ffe>r  the  mutual  security  program,  stress¬ 
ing  instead  the  long-term  interest  of  this 
country\‘in  a  worldwide  atmosphere  of  ex¬ 
panded  fi'sedom.” 

Mr.  Bowtis  is  under  no  illusion  about  the 
necessity  for^eeping  the  United  States  well 
armed  in  the\e  uncertain  times.  Neither 
would  he  cut  off  military  assistance  where 
it  can  continue  to  be  of  real  assistance  in 
strengthening  the  free  world.  He  cites  West¬ 
ern  Europe,  Greece,  Turkey,  Yugoslavia, 
Korea,  Tawian,  and  Vietnam  as  cases  where 
military  assistance  froto.  the  United  States 
continues  to  be  essentialX 

Yet  there  can  hardly  be  any  doubt  now 
that  the  United  States  ha's  put  too  many 
guns  in  its  mutual  security  basket.  He 
names  two  large  continents*— Africa  and 
South  America — as  areas  in  which  military 
assistance  has  virtually  no  plack  And  in 
that  vast  arc  of  Asia  that  stretches  from 
Lebanon  to  Manila,  as  Mr.  Bowles  describes 
it,  “the  principal  threat  to  world\peace 
comes  not  from  the  Soviet  tanks  anck  jets 
but  from  economic  strangulation,  injustice 
and  frustration.”  He  adds: 

“The  haphazard  granting  of  American  mu’! 
itary  equipment  to  governments  whose  only' 
claim  to  our  support  is  their  often  fragUe 
anticommunism,  seldom  actually  coincides 
with  our  long-term  security  interests,  much 
less  with  those  of  the  people  in  the  country 
concerned. 

“The  more  arms  we  pour  into  such  situ¬ 
ations,  the  more  we  inflate  the  power  of  the 
local  army,  the  easier  it  is  for  ambitious 
officers  to  seize  power  and  the  further  we 
stray  from  our  essential  democratic  pur¬ 
poses.” 

An  outstanding  merit  of  the  Bowles’  anal¬ 
ysis  is  that  it  proposes  specific  means  for 
improving  the  conditions  and  machinery  of 
mutual  security.  He  calls  for  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  standards  to  assure  that  the  funds 
distributed  by  Washington  will  result  in 
measurable  gains  on  the  side  of  freedom. 
He  would  give  priority  to  helping  nations 
with  effective  internal  tax  programs,  con¬ 
trols  over  the  importation  of  luxuries,  con¬ 
structive  land  reform  measures,  a  relatively 
competent  civil  service  and  a  relatively 
stable  government  with  popular  roots. 

Congress  has  before  it  no  more  important 
international  business  than  mutual  security. 
All  that  it  has  done  in  the  past  is  outdated 
by  Chester  Bowles’  call  for  a  new  approach. 


SERVICE  RECORD  OF  PAN  AMERI¬ 
CAN  WORLD  AIRWAYS 

Mr.  BEALL.  Mr.  President,  several 
years  ago  Pan  American  World  Airways 
applied  to  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board, 
for  authority  to  operate  regular  ai 
service  between  Philadelphia,  Washii}^- 
ton-Baltimore,  and  San  Juan. 

In  early  1958  the  CAB  gave  it/’  ap¬ 
proval  to  the  route  and  Pan  American 
inaugurated  the  service  late  in  April 
of  that  year.  At  the  outs/6  service 
was  provided  on  a  twice  w/ekly  basis. 
Almost  immediately  successful,  the  serv¬ 
ice  was  expanded  to  three/weekly  round 
trips.  On  June  1,  1959/Pan  American 
will  expand  the  servic/'  even  further  to 
five  weekly  round  trips. 

Not  only  have  tne  communities  of 
Philadelphia,  Washington  and  Balti¬ 
more  and  surrounding  areas  responded 
enthusiastically  to  this  service  but  the 
Government  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Puerto  Rico  has  been  equally  gratified 
with  the  results.  There  is  little  doubt 
but  what  this  service  has  considerably 
enhanced  the  attractiveness  of  Puerto 
Rico  as  a  year  round  vacation  center. 


Today  marks  the  first  anniversary 
of  this  new  service  and  Pan  American’s 
flight  No.  213  will  depart  from  Philadel¬ 
phia  International  Airport  at  10:00  p.m.f 
d.s.t.,  and  from  Friendship  International 
Airport  at  11:30  p.m.,  d.s.t.  on  this  very 
date. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  Pan  American  has 
offered  another  plan  to  serve  the  people 
of  the  Washington-Baltimore  area 
through  Friendship  International  Air¬ 
port. 

This  proposal  will  undoubtedly  be 
studied  as  part  of  the  proceeding  which 
the  President  has  directed  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Board  to  make  on  Pacific  air 
route  matters,  but  I  would  like  to  make 
a  few  comments  about  it  at  this  time. 

For  Pan  American,  as  such,  I  hold  no 
brief.  Ordinarily,  I  would  not  support 
one  carrier  opposed  to  another.  In 
this  case,  however,  there  are  on  file  with 
the  CAB  official  documents  which  state 
that  at  present  Pan  American — alone — * 
proposes  to  make  the  greater  Baltimore 
sand  Washington  areas  an  important 
srminal  on  the  trade  routes  to  the 
Orient. 

fis  case  is  unusual,  Mr.  President. 
ThisSmatter  before  the  CAB  propose^ 
that  Pan  Am  fly  from  Baltimore,  v/ 
Chicago^  on  to  Fairbanks,  Alaska,  and 
then  on  Co  Tokyo  and  other  vital  trade 
centers  of\he  Orient.  To  stand/aside 
while  support  of  this  proposal  i/  being 
sought  wouldNmake  me  dereli/t  in  my 
obligations,  notNronly  to  my  dwn  State, 
but  to  the  traveling  public  a/s  well. 

Now,  lest  it  be  inaagined/that  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  Friendship  is  standing 
still  while  all  this  aviation  progress  is 
being  made,  it  is  my  .pleasure  to  report 
that  great  things  /are\happening  at 
Friendship.  Already  plains  are  being 
drafted  for  runway  and  hangar  facili¬ 
tation  extensions  which  will  Wist  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  $3  million.  Already  Friendship 
is  anticipating  approximately  \20  jet 
operations  jper  day,  within  1  year  A 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  President,  I  vfould 
like  to  pay  tribute  again  to  the  1  ykar 
of  invaluable  service  which  Pan  Amen 
can  World  Airways  has  rendered  to  the\ 
traveling  public  of  Baltimore  and  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  to  express  my  hopes  that 
us  same  area  will  soon  be  linked  with 
the  Orient  by  a  route  such  as  has  been 
proposed  by  Pan  Am. 


SELECTION  OF  SENATOR  HILL  TO 

RECEIVE  FIRST  ANNUAL  “HEALTH 

U.S.A.”  AWARD 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  I 
think  it  is  timely  and  fitting  that  my  good 
personal  friend  and  able  colleague.  Sen¬ 
ator  Lister  Hill,  has  been  selected  to  re¬ 
ceive  the  first  annual  Health — U.S.A. 
Award. 

Lister  Hill’s  dedication  to  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  people  of  America  has  fol¬ 
lowed  many  courses.  His  determined 
fight  on  the  side  of  public  power  and  the 
TVA,  especially  in  the  case  of  the  no¬ 
torious  Dixon-Yates  fraud,  is  an  exam¬ 
ple  of  his  devotion  to  the  little  people. 

And  this  devotion  has  been  demon¬ 
strated  especially  in  Senator  Hill’s  out¬ 
standing  contribution  in  the  national 
health  field. 


Senator  Hill  has  been  for  a  long  time 
a  consistent  and  determined  champior 
of  health  legislation.  His  efforts  to  ob¬ 
tain  more  medical  research  and  health 
activities  in  the  Government  field  ,nave 
been  unflagging. 

He  has  always  been  deeply  co/cerned 
about  the  enemies  of  our  nation/1  health, 
such  as  cancer  and  other  unconquered 
diseases.  His  concern  should  be  the 
concern  of  every  one  of  j/s  until  these 
battles  are  won. 

I  wish  to  join  with  mVother  colleagues 
and  the  thousands  wjro  know  of  Lister 
Hill’s  great  dedioation  to  national 
health.  I  extend  my  warmest  congratu¬ 
lations  to  him  toil  the  honor  he  has  re¬ 
ceived.  I  can  think  of  no  other  man  in 
this  great  Natron  of  ours  who  so  richly 
deserves  this/honor. 


GRAB 


AND  COTTON  STORAGE 
PAYMENTS 


M/  WILLIAMS  of  Delaware.  Mr. 
President,  upon  my  request  the  Depart- 
mt  of  Agriculture  has  compiled  a  re¬ 
fort  on  our  grain  and. cotton  storage 
'payments.  This  report  shows  the  man¬ 
ner  in  which  storage  rates  have  substan¬ 
tially  increased  during  the  past  few 
years.  For  example,  the  storage  rate  on 
com  has  increased  from  1314  cents  a 
bushel  in  1952  to  nearly  19  cents  in  1959. 

The  storage  rates  on  oats  have  in¬ 
creased  from  10.8  cents  a  hundred  in 
1950  to  14.5  cents  in  1959. 

The  storage  rates  on  grain  sorghum 
have  jumped  from  1514  cents  a  bushel 
to  2114  cents  in  1959. 

These  storage  rates  on  grain  are  on 
an  annual  rate  and  a  per-bushel  basis. 

At  the  same  time,  it  is  noted  that  stor¬ 
age  rates  on  cotton  have  jumped  from 
32  cents  a  bale  per  month  in  1952  to  an- 
average  of  43  cents  a  bale  per  month  in 
1959. 

The  argument  is  advanced  in  support 
of  these  increased  rates  that  costs — labor 
and  so  forth — have  increased  during 
this  interval.  No  doubt  that  can  account 
for  a  part  of  the  increase,  but  certainly 
sit  cannot  account  for  all  of  it. 

sThe  major  part  of  the  increased  costs 
ami  rates  is  attributable  to  the  shortage 
in  available  storage  space  resulting  from 
the  accumulation  of  our  $10  billion  in- 
ventorX  Also  a  part  of  the  increased 
costs  caikbe  attributed  to  the  policy  of 
allowing  tk  years  amortization  of  new 
grain  warehouse  facilities,  and  then  to 
allow  all  thisNiccelerated  rate  of  depre¬ 
ciation  as  a  paSt  of  immediate  cost  fac¬ 
tors  when  determining  storage  rates. 

Storage  chargesrtn  our  record  inven¬ 
tories  of  surplus  agricultural  commodi¬ 
ties  are  about  $1  \billion  annually. 
Therefore  we  cannot  ignore  these  rates 
and  charges. 

With  that  thought  in  mihd,  I  requested 
this  report  on  our  storage  expenditures 
from  the  Agriculture  Department,  and  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  tiro  letter 
from  the  Department,  together  with  the 
exhibits,  be  incorporated  in  the  Record 
at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my  remark 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letl 
and  exhibits  were  ordered  to  be  printe 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House  passed  measure  deferr&stg  until  June  1  proclamation  of  marketing 
quotas  and  acreage  allotments  for  wheat./  House  appointed  conferees  on  second  sup¬ 
plemental  appropriation  bill.  Both  Houses  received  from  President  reorganization 
plan  to  transfer  forest  land  exchange:  and  salX.authorities  from  Interior  to  USDA, 
House  committee  ordered  reported  bidl  to  provide.  Friday  off  for  holidays  on 
\Saturday,  Sen.  Cotton  introduced/and  discussed  BiAl  to  coordinate  administration 
'of  Federal  personnel  loyalty  and/ security  programs^ 


SENATE 

1.  RECLAMATION.  Passed/with  amendments  S„  44,  to  authorize  Iiiterior  to  construct 
the  San  Luis  unit/of  the  Central  Valley  reclamation  project\  Calif .  pp.  7160-75 
Agreed  to  an  Amendment  by  Sen.  Douglas  to  limit  to  160  acres  the  amount  of 
land  for  which/water  from  the  project  may  be  furnished  to  each\land  owner, 
pp.  7160-70 

Rejected/24  to  57,  a  motion  by  Sen.  Williams,  Del.,  to  recommit  the  bill  to 
the  Interyir  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee,  pp.  7170-4 

Sen.  Williams,  Del.,  contended  that  the  project  would  increase  the  produc¬ 
tion  of/surplus  commodities,  particularly  cotton,  stating  that  he  had  been  in¬ 
formed/by  this  Department  that  the  amendment  by  Sen.  Russell  to  prohibits,  the 
prod^tion  of  basic  commodities  on  land  in  the  project  "would  apply  to  le i 
than  one-fourth  of  the  acreage  devoted  to  any  of  the  basic  crops."  He  staged 
tftat  "the  Department  of  Agriculture  did  not  endorse  this  bill."  Sen.  Dirksei 


2 


\ 


replied  that  "This  subject  is  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior.  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  the  function  of  the  committee  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  or  the  Department  of  Agriculture  whether  this  kind  of 


measure  should  be  approved."  pp.  7170-2 


2.  WATER  RESOURCES,  The  Vice  President  appointed  Sets  o  Martin,  McGee,  Mosp,  and 
Scott  as  additional  members  of  the  Select  Senate  Committee  on  National  Water 
Resources.  p\  7151 


3.  FARM  PRICES.  Setu  Javits  inserted  an  Onondaga  County,  N.  Y.,  Dair/  Farmers  of 
America  resolution  favoring  legislation  "to  encourage  an  upward  trend  in  farm 
prices."  p.  7143 


4. 


5. 


FORESTRY.  Sen.  Humphrey  inserted  an  Itasca  County,  Minn.,  Bo^rd  of  Commissioners 
resolution  urging  Congress  "to  give  favorable  consi  derat  iory to  the  program  for 
national  forests  as  outlined  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  take  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  implement  the  program."  p.  7142 


EMPLOYMENT.  Sen.  Bush  inserted  a  statement  by  Secretary  of  Labor  Mitchell, 
"Mitchell  Predicts  Era  of  Prosperity,"  expressing  pleasure  over  the  increase  in¬ 
employment  and  stating  that  "«e  must  have  adequate  area  assistance  legislation.'^ 
pp.  7152-3  \  / 

Sens.  Dirksen  and  Clark  expressed  satisfactioiy  over  the  improvement  in  the 
employment  situation,  pp.  7154,  \l76 


6.  CIVIL  DEFENSE.  Sen.  Young,  09,  charged  that  'Vivil  defense  as  it  has  been 

handled  in  the  Nation  and  as  it  is  present lv/being  handled  under  the  guise  of 
Office  of  Civil  Defense  Mobilization  ia^a  Wasteful,  unnecessary,  and  enormously 
expensive  bureaucracy."  p.  7153 
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7.  FORESTRY.  Both  Houses  received  from  the  President  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1 
1959,  which  transfers  from  Interior yxo  Forest  ^Service  functions  related  to 
exchange  of  national  forest  land  or  timber  for  hfher  lands  in  national  forests, 
the  sale  of  tracts  of  national  forest  land  found 
of  timber  from  the  Tongass  National  Forest,  the  S£?le  of  small  tracts  of  acquired 
national  forest  land  found  chiefly  valuable  for  agriculture,  and  the  disposal 
of  common  varieties  of  sand,  gravel,  stone,  pumice  artd  other  materials  from 
lands  reserved  from  the 'public  domain  under  FS  jurisdiction. To  Government 
Operations  Committee.  (H.  ,00c.  140) 


8.  WHEAT.  Passed  without  amendment  S.  J.  Res.  94,  requiring  t?he  Secretary  to  post¬ 
pone  until  June  1  (instead  of  May  15)  the  proclamation  of  marketing  quotas  and 
the -..national  acreage  a/lotment  for  wheat  for  1960.  This  measure  will  now  be 
sent  to  the  President/  p.  7180 


9.  APPROPRIATIONS.  House  conferees  were  appointed  on  H.  R.  5916,  the  second  supple¬ 
mental  appropriations  bill.  Senate  conferees  have  been  appointed,  p.  7180 


10.  PERSONNEL;  ACCOUNTING.  The  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  ordered  re¬ 
ported  two  bil/Ls:  (1)  H.  R.  5752,  to  provide  for  absence  from  duty  bV  civilian 
officers  and/employees  of  the  Government  on  Fri.  when  a  holiday  falls  on  Sat. ; 
with- an  amendment  to  make  the  bill  effective . July  1,  1959, 'and  (2) *H.  R.\6134, 
without  amendment,  to  amend, the  Federal  Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945  to?,plimi^iate 
the  authority  to  charge  to  certain  current  appropriations  or  allotments  the 
gross  amount  of  salary  earnings  of  Federal  employees  for  certain  pay  periods^ 
occurd.uk  in  part  in  previous  fiscal  years,  p.  D345 


House  of  Representatives 


Tire  House  met  at  12  o’clock  noon. 

Dr. 'Gliff  R.  Johnson,  Westminster 
Presbyterian  Church,  Alexandria,  Va., 
offered  tnh  following  prayer: 

We  remehiber,  O  God,  how  our  Lord 
Jesus  has  saftL  “Ask,  and  it  will  be  given 
unto  you,  seekWid  you  will  find;  knock 
and  it  will  be  opened  unto  you.” — Mat¬ 
thew  7 :  7.  \ 

We  ask  for  Thy Nrisdom,  O  God,  we 
seek  Thy  guidance,  we  stand  knocking 
that  we  may  receive  of  Thy  infinite  grace. 
With  Thy  wisdom,  ThyVuidance,  and 
Thy  grace,  we  can  make  this  a  good  day 
for  our  Nation  and  for  ourselves. 

Grant  that  all  that  transposes  within 
this  Chamber  this  day  may  serveto  make 
for  understanding,  for  compassion,  for 
brotherhood,  and  for  peace.  This  we 
pray  for  Jesus’  sake.  Amen.  \ 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  was  communi¬ 
cated  to  the  House  by  Mr.  Ratchford, 
one  of  his  secretaries. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
McGown,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced* 
that  the  Senate  had  passed  a  joint  reso¬ 
lution  of  the  following  title,  in  which 
the  concurrence  of  the  House  is  re¬ 
quested  : 

S.J.  Res.  94.  Joint  resolution  to  defer  the 
proclamation  of  marketing  quotas  and  acre¬ 
age  allotments  for  the  1960  crop  of  wheat 
until  June  1,  1959. 


THE  JOURNAL 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yes¬ 
terday  was  read  and  approved. 


RECESS 

The  SPEAKER.  The  House  will  stand, 
in  recess  subject  to  the  call  of  the  Chah f. 

Accordingly  (at  12  o’clock  and  2  min¬ 
utes  p.m.)  the  House  stood  in  recess  .Sub¬ 
ject  to  the  call  of  the  Chair.  / 


JOINT  MEETING  OF  THE  TWO 
HOUSES  OF  CONGRESS  TO  RE¬ 
CEIVE  HIS  MAJESTY  THE  KING  OF 
THE  BELGIANS  / 

The  SPEAKER  of  th/Tlouse  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  presided.  / 

At  12  o’clock  and/21  minutes  p.m.  the 
Doorkeeper  announced  the  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent  and  Mem/ers  of  the  U.S.  Sen¬ 
ate,  who  entered  the  Hall  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  the  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent  takinsr  the  chair  at  the  right  of 
the  Speaker,  and  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  tile  seats  reserved  for  them. 


Tuesday,  May  12,  1959 

The  SPEAKER.  On  the  part  of  the 
House,  the  Chair  appoints  as  members 
of  the  committee  to  escort  His  Majesty 
the  King  of  the  Belgians,  into  the  Cham¬ 
ber,  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma,  Mr. 
Albert;  the  gentleman  from  Texas,  Mr. 
Burleson;  the  gentleman  from  Indiana, 
Mr.  Halleck;  and  the  gentleman  from  Il¬ 
linois,  Mr.  Chiperfield. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  On  the  part 
of  the  Senate  the  Chair  appoints  as 
members  of  the  committee  of  escort  the 
Senator  from  Texas,  Mr.  Johnson;  the 
Senator  from  Montana,  Mr.  Mansfield; 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota,  Mr.  Hum¬ 
phrey;  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  Mr. 
Dirksen  ;  and  the  Senator  from  Vermont, 
Mr.  Aiken. 

The  Doorkeeper  announced  the  fol¬ 
lowing  guests,  who  entered  the  Hall  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  and  took, 
the  seats  reserved  for  them :  / 

\  The  Ambassadors,  Ministers,  and 
Charges  d’Affairs  of  foreign  gov/rn- 
melhs.  / 

The  Chief  Justice  of  the  Unite}* States 
and  Associate  Justices  of  the /Supreme 
Court.  \  / 

The  members  of  the  President’s  Cabi¬ 
net.  \  / 

At  12  o’clock  and  31  minutes  p.m.  the 
Doorkeeper  armounced/His  Majesty  the 
King  of  the  Belgians.  / 

His  Majesty  the^tpmg  of  the  Belgians, 
escorted  by  the  committee  of  Senators 
and  Representatives,  entered  the  Hall  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  and  stood 
at  the  Clerk's  desk.  [Applause,  the 
Members  rising.]  \ 

The  SPEAKER.  MembersOf  the  Con¬ 
gress,  it  gives  me  great  pleasure,  and  I 
deem  it/a  high  privilege,  to  welcome  into 
this  Chamber  the  leader  of  a  great,  a 
prou/rf,  and  a  free  people,  and  a  people 
whp  are  friendly  to  the  United  States\of 
iynerica.  \ 

/ 1  present  the  King  of  the  Belgians. 
[Applause,  the  Members  rising.] 


ADDRESS  OF  HIS  MAJESTY,  THE 
KING  OF  THE  BELGIANS 

The  KING  OF  THE  BELGIANS.  Mr. 
President,  Mr.  Speaker,  Members  of  Con¬ 
gress,  ladies  and  gentlemen,  I  who  am  a 
young  man  come  from  a  country  old 
enough  to  have  been  spoken  of  proudly 
by  Julius  Caesar. 

I  come  to  a  country  which  for  cen¬ 
turies  God  kept  hidden  behind  a  veil 
until  its  appointed  hour  when  it  took 
into  its  young  arms,  the  people  of  the 
Old  World. 

America  has  been  called  a  melting 
pot,  but  it  seems  better  to  call  it  a  mo¬ 
saic,  for  in  it  each  nation,  people,  and 
race  which  has  come  to  its  shores  has 
been  privileged  to  keep  its  individuality, 
contributing,  at  the  same  time,  its  share 


to  the  unified  pattern  of  a  ptew  nation. 
[Applause.]  / 

I  rejoice  in  the  honor  given  to  me  by 
this  assembly,  an  ho  no/  which  deeply 
moves  the  hearts  of  tl yi  Belgian  people. 
After  all,  your  country  and  mine  have 
much  in  common.  [Applause.]  In  both, 
the  state  exists  for  the  people,  not  the 
people  for  the  state.  [Applause.]  In 
both,  rights  an/  liberties  take  their  ori¬ 
gin,  not  in  the  government,  but  as  your 
Declaration/of  Independence  states,  in 
the  unali/liable  rights  given  by  the 
Creator.  / 

Time/has  not  dimmed  the  gratitude 
of  my/people  for  the  sympathetic  atti¬ 
tude/and  practical  help  from  America  in 
World  War  I.  It  was  the  American  Com¬ 
mission  for  Relief  formed  by  Brand 
/Whitlock  under  the  Presidency  of  Her¬ 
bert  Hoover,  which  saved  the  population 
of  Belgium  from  the  horrors  of  starva¬ 
tion.  The  hunger  we  then  had  for  bread 
is  now  a  hunger  to  be  everlastingly  grate¬ 
ful  for  that  great  work  of  mercy. 

Permit  me  also  to  register  justifiable 
pride  in  recalling  that  it  was  upon  our 
Belgian  soil  in  the  last  war  that  General 
MacAuliff  wrote  the  shortest  and  most 
unforgettable  diplomatic  note  ever  sent 
in  wartime.  [Applause.]  As  you  all 
know  it,  I  shall  not  tax  your  memory  by 
repeating  it.  [Laughter.] 

Since  that  day,  the  name  of  Bastogne 
has  ever  been  cherished  in  our  minds. 
The  graves  of  your  gallant  soldiers  are 
now  part  of  our  sacred  soil.  Their  sac¬ 
rifice  will  never  be  forgotten. 

When  my  great  uncle,  the  late  King 
Leopold  II,  undertook  with  Stanley  his 
bold  adventure  of  bringing  civilization 
into  the  unexplored  regions  of  central 
Africa,  the  United  States — through  Con¬ 
gress — was  the  first  Government  to  pro¬ 
claim  the  humanitarian  nature  of  this 
great  enterprise,  and  to  recognize  the 
independent  state  of  the  Congo  as  a 
ffriendly  Government. 

\puring  the  75  years  that  have  followed, 
Belgium  has  done  her  utmost  to  bring 
to  the  Congo  security  and  a  more  human 
life.  \ 

Today\all  my  countrymen  join  in  the 
desire  to  Raise  the  population  of  Congo 
to  a  level  that  will  enable  them  freely  to 
choose  their  future  destiny.  As  soon  as 
they  are  matufed,  as  soon  as  they  have 
received  the  loving  care  in  education  that 
we  can  give  them,  we  shall  launch  them 
forth  on  their  own  enterprise  and  inde¬ 
pendent  existence.  [Applause.] 

There  are  two  other  points,  ladies  and 
gentlemen,  for  which  I  crave  your  in¬ 
dulgence  :the  first  is  on  peahe,  the  second 
on  youth.  \ 

Peace,  as  you  know,  is  the  tranquillity 
of  order.  Mere  tranquility  canNic  cold 
war,  but  the  tranquility  of  order  miplies 
justice. 
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PerhapsViever  before  has  peace  been 
so  difficult  Co  achieve  as  it  is  today.  At 
other  periodsVthe  possibility  of  war  en¬ 
dangered  our  homelands  and  our  homes. 
Today  war  endangers  our  minds  and  our 
hearts.  The  older  imperialism  sought 
the  conquest  of  lands;  the  new  seeks  the 
mastery  of  intellect/. 

The  peace  for  whicnvwe  have  to  labor 
is  not  just  to  preserve  Vur  possessions, 
but  our  very  personalities 

The  preservation  of  peabe  has,  there¬ 
fore,  become  in  our  day,  the  work  not 
only  of  the  heads  of  governments,  but 
of  the  entire  citizenry  of  eveN  nation. 
Since  it  is  not  only  our  bodies  but  also 
our  minds  that  are  at  stake,  peSme  is 
made  from  two  directions:  one  from. the 
conferehce  table  to  the  people,  the  other 
from  the  people  to  the  conference  tabr 
And  as  the  differences  between  govern-\ 
ments  often  are  greater  than  the  differ¬ 
ences  between  peoples,  the  peace  within 
our  hearts  is  the  greatest  guarantee  of 
peace  in  the  world.  [Applause.] 

I  am  here  to  register  the  solidarity 
between  the  peoples  of  Belgium  and 
America  [applause]  in  the  fond  hope 
that  all  human  beings,  wherever  they 
be,  may  join  with  us  in  the  prayer  of 
your  great  Lincoln  that  government  of 
the  people,  for  the  people,  and  by  the 
people  may  not  perish  from  the  earth. 
[Applause.] 

A  word  about  youth. 

Youth  is  the  first  victim  of  war,  the 
first  fruit  of  peace.  It  takes  20  years  ox- 
more  of  peace  to  make  a  man;  it  takes 
only  20  seconds  of  war  to  desti’oy  him. 

In  a  certain  sense  America  is  the  land 
of  youth,  because  it  dedicates  more  of 
its  energies,  talents,  money,  and  science 
to  the  bii-th  and  pi-eservation  of  life  than 
any  other  counti-y  in  the  woi-ld.  [Ap¬ 
plause.] 

Whex-e  better  can  the  fi-ee  peoples  of 
the  world  look  for  the  averting  of  war 
and  death  than  to  your  Nation  so  vi¬ 
brant  with  the  love  of  life?  It  is  un¬ 
thinkable  that  those  who  spend  so  much 
to  save  life  would  ever  seek  to  destroy 
it.  Even  the  money  spent  on  the  defense 
of  peace  we  see  as  a  deterrent  to  those 
who  would  endanger  human  life. 

Not  only  I,  but  all  the  youths  of  my/ 
country,  most  willingly  adhere  to 
reverence  for  life.  Nor  shall  our 
fidence  in  you  be  misplaced,  for  wl>at  is 
written  on  your  coins,  I  have  read/n  the 
hearts  of  the  American  people:  yin  God 
we  trust.”  [Applause,  the  Meggers  ris¬ 
ing.] 

At  12  o’clock  and  47  -minutes  p.m.,  His 
Majesty  the  King  of  the/Belgians,  ac¬ 
companied  by  the  committee  of  escort, 
retired  from  the  Chamber. 

The  Doorkeeper  escorted  the  invited 
guests  from  the  Chamber  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  order: 

The  member/  of  the  President’s 
Cabinet.  / 

The  Chief/  Justice  of  the  United 
States  and  jtfte  Associate  Justices  of  the 
Supreme  pburt. 

The  Ambassadors,  Ministers,  and 
Charge/  d’Affaix-s  of  foi-eign  govern¬ 
ments/ 


May  12 


JOINT  MEETING  DISSOLVED 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  declares 
the  joint  meeting  of  the  two  Houses  now 
dissolved. 

Thereupon  (at  12  o’clock  and  49  min¬ 
utes  p.m.)  the  joint  meeting  of  the  two 
Houses  was  dissolved. 

The  Members  of  the  Senate  retii-ed  to 
their  Chamber. 

AFTER  RECESS 

The  recess  having  expired,  at  1  o’clock 
and  45  minutes  p.m.  the  House  was 
called  to  order  by  the  Speakei-. 

PRINTING  OF  PROCEEDINGS  HAD 
DURING  THE  RECESS 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  proceedings 
Lad  during  the  recess  be  printed  in  the 

SCORD. 

Tie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  rhe  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 


IETING  QUOTAS 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Speaker,  Y  ask 
unanimous  coqsent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  deskiSenate  Joint  Resolution 
94  and  ask  for  it\ immediate  Considera¬ 
tion. 

The  Clerk  read  thp  titl/of  the  joint 
resolution. 

The  SPEAKER.  IsMhere  objection 
to  the  request  of  th/  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma? 

Mr.  McINTIRE. /Mr.  Speaker,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  and  'l  shall  not 
object,  may  I  ask  the  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma  to  Jive  the  House  sopxe  ex¬ 
planation  of/this  resolution? 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Under  existing  lav\Mr. 
Speaker,  /will  say  to  the  distinguished 
gentlem/n  from  Maine,  the  Secretary 
Agriculture  is  required  to  proclaim  mar-N 
keting  quotas  and  national  allotments 
for/Wheat  on  May  15.  All  this  resolu¬ 
tion  does  is  to  postpone  until  June  1  that 
requirement  of  law. 

Mr.  McINTIRE.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man.  I  withdraw  my  reservation  of  ob¬ 
jection,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  PORTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  further 
reserving  the  l-ight  to  object,  may  I  ask 
why  that  is  done? 

Mr.  ALBERT.  The  Senate  has  sent 
over  this  i-esolution.  Both  the  Senate 
and  the  House  committees  are  hoping 
to  bring  out  new  legislation  prior  to  the 
proclamation  of  the  quota.  That  is  the 
reason  for  the  resolution. 

Mr.  PORTER.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  joint  resolution,  as 
follows: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled.  That,  notwithstand¬ 
ing  any  other  provision  of  law,  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  shall  defer  until  June  1,  1959 — 


(1)  any  proclamation  under  section  332  oS 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  As 
amended,  with  respect  to  a  national  acr/Tge 
allotment  for  the  1960  crop  of  wheat;  ana 

(2)  any  proclamation  under  sectioi/335  of 
such  Act  with  respect  to  marketing/ quotas 
for  such  crop  of  wheat. 

The  Senate  joint  resolution  was  or¬ 
dered  to  be  engrossed  and/read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  thi/d  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  t (/reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPRO¬ 
PRIATION  ACT,  1959\ 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.R.  5916)  mak¬ 
ing  supplemental  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1959,  and 
for  other  pui-poses,  with  Senate  amend¬ 
ments  thereto,  disagree  to  the  Senate 
amendments,  and  agree  to  the  confer¬ 
ence  asked  by  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  ap¬ 
points  the  following  conferees:  Messrs. 
Thomas,  Kirwan,  Rooney,  Boland,  Can¬ 
non,  Jensen,  Bow,  Jonas,  and  Taber. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  conferees 
on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  bill  H.R.  5916  may  have 
until  midnight,  Wednesday,  May  13,  in 
which  to  file  a  conference  report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

RENEGOTIATION  ACT 

Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  that  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means  may  have  until  mid¬ 
night  Thursday  next  to  file  a  report,  in¬ 
cluding  minority,  individual,  and  supple¬ 
mental  views,  on  the  bill  H.R.  7086  to 
extend  the  Renegotiation  Act. 

\The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
th\  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 


uAKE  MENDOCINO 

Mr.  CLEMENT  W.  MILLER.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  a$k  unanimous  consent  for 
the  immediate\consideration  of  the  bill 
(H.Rj.  2193)  to  obsignate  the  Coyote  Val¬ 
ley  Reservoir  in  California  as  Lake  Men¬ 
docino. 

The  Clerk  read  th\  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  I /there  objection  to 
the  irequest  of  the  gentleman  from  Cal¬ 
ifornia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  hallows : 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  a)\d  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  \ States  of 
America  in  Congress  assembled,  /hat  the 
body  of  water  created  by  the  Coyota.  Valley 
Dam  in  Mendocino  County,  California,  and 
known  as  the  “Coyote  Valley  Reservoir”  shall 
hereafter  be  known  and  designated  as  “Lake 
Mendocino”.  Any  law,  regulation,  document. 
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15.  TRANS^RTATICN.  Received  an  Ore.  Legislature  resolution  favoring  enactment  of 
legislation  to  aid  in  the  construction  of  additional  railroad  cars,  p/7187 

16.  APPROPRIATIONS.  Conferees  agreed  to  file  a  conference  report  on  H.  R.  5916, 
the  second  supplemental  appropriation  bill.  p.  D351 

ITEMS  IN  APPENDIX 

17.  ELECTRIFICATION.  Sen.  Neuberger  inserted  an  editorial  describing  the  benefits 

and  discussing  the  importance  of  the  development  of  the  (/iumbia  River  Basin, 
pp.  A4013-4  x  7 

18.  WATERSHEDS.  Extension  oK  remarks  of  Sen.  Yarborough  doinraeiKling  the  services 
of  Mr.  J.  C.  Dykes,  and  inserting  an  editorial,  "Texans  In  Washington  -- 
A.  &  M.  Professor  Responsible  for  Watershed  Program. "  p.  A4020 

[LLS  INTRODUCED/ 

L  \  / 

^9.  POSTAL  RATES.  S.  1923,  by  Sen.  Difk sen,  tar. adjust  postal  rates  of  certain 
first-class  mail  and  airmail;  to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee. 
Remarks  of  author,  pp.  7188-9 

20.  ELECTRIFICATION.  S.  1927,  by  Sen.  N^ubeis;  ger,  to  amend  the  Bonneville  Project 

Act  in  order  to  establish  the  Bonjrieville  NPower-  Corporation;  to  Public  Works 
Committee.  Remarks  of  author,  /pp.  7215-9V 

21.  PERSONNEL;  COMMITTEES.  S.  Ccm.  Res.  34,  by  SeH.  Johnston,  S.  Car.,  providing 

for  a  joint  committee  on  salary  adjustment;  toNPost  Office  and  Civil.  Service 
Committee. 
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00WMITTEE  HEARINGS  ANNO0&CEMENTS : 

May  14:  "Program  for/the  national  forests,"  H«  Agriculture  ^eterson  and  McArdle 
to  testify)  . 

CCC  investigation,  H.  Gov’t  Operations  (Pulvermacher,  Wirin,  a^d  Tripp,  CSS, 
Cooper  and  Coffman.  OGC,  to  testify). 

Radiation  hazards  control,  S.  Labor. 

^st^blLshm^Qt  of  Office  of  Personnel  Management,  S.  Civil  Service. 

Housing  hill,  H.  Rules. 

H^mnvayof'  security  risks,  H.  Civil  Service. 

Hair  trade  bills,  H.  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  (exec). 

May  21/  Addition  of  chemicals  to  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodent  icide^t, 

1.  Agriculture  (Clarkson  and  Popham,  ARS,  to  testify). 
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May  13,  1959. — Ordered  to  be  printed 


Thomas,  from  the  committee  of  conference,  submitted  the 

following 


CONFERENCE  REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  5916] 


The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.R.  5916)  mak¬ 
ing  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1959,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference, 
have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective 
Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  11,  19,  22, 
29,  47,  59,  and  91. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  17,  31,  33,  34,  35,  37,  40,  41,  49,  51,  53,  54, 
58,  64,  65,  67,  68,  70,  72,  73,  74,  77,  78,  80,  81,  115,  121,  146,  157,  158, 
159,  160,  161,  162,  163,  164,  165,  166,  167,  168,  169,  170,  and  171, 
Land  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  2: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  2,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $2,802,000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  3: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  3,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $154, WO; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  4 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  4,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,176,100; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  5: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  5,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,936,600; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  8: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  8,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows:  (1 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $6,861 ,700;  - 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  9 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  9,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $74,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  10: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  10,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 12,554,400 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  12: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  12,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows :  (\ 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $150,000,000?* 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  13 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  13,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $18,675,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  14: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  14,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $7,500,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  19  59 


3 


Amendment  numbered  15: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  15,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,667 ,300 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  16: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  16,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert: 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  LABORATORIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “ Construction  of  laboratories” ,  $19,793. 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  18: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  18,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $39,030,000:, 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  20: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  20,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $11,000,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  21 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  21,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $34,898,200; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  23 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  23,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows : 

In  lieu,  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $18,312,500; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  24: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  24,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $19,000,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  25: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  25,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $4,098,700; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  26: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  26,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $8,564,400; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  27 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  27,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $15,497,500; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  28: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  28,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  pi’oposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $5 ,419,800; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  30: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  30,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $23,300 ;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  32: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  32,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,000,000'} 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  36 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  36,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,117,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  39: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  39,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment  insert  $35,000;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1959 


5 


Amendment  numbered  43: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  43,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 14,094,500 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  44: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  44,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,587,200; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  45 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  45,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 76,700 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  46 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  46,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 4-93,000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  48: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  48,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment  insert  $18,000,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  52: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  52,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment  insert  $90,000;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  55 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  55,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $3,735,100; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  60: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  60,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1,329,200; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  61 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  61,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $72^,800; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  62: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  62,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 601,700 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  79: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  79,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows:  j 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $80,000,000 , 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  82: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  82,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $39, 900 ;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  83 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  83,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $6,102,800; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  84 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  84,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows:  j 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 68,500 ;  and" 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  85: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  85,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 582,300 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  86: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  86,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $2,100,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  87: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  87,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 59,500 ;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  89 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  89,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,081 ,100) 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  90 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  90,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,018,700; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  92 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  92,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 280,000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  93: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  93,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $30,400 ;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  94: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  94,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,070,100; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  95: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  95,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 329,100 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  96 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  96,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 8,645,000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 


8 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1959 


Amendment  numbered  97 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  97,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $167, 200 ’T 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  98  : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  98,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $2,498,500; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  99 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  99,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $9,494,800; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  100: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  100,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $65,550,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  101: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  101,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $151,500; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  102: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  102,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,809,775; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  103: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  103,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  and  proposed  by  said  amendment 
insert  $269,500,  of  which  $259,500  shall  be  'payable  from  the  highway 
fund;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  104: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  104,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $69,400; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  105: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  105,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $216,900) 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  106: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  106,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $55,800)  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  107: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  107,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $130,000) 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  108: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  108,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $490,200) 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  109: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  109,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $152,000) 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  110: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  110,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $16,281 ,100) 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  111: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  111,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $739,100) 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  112: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  112,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $513,000) 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  113: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  113,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $52,300)  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  114: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  114,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $6,800 ;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  116: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  116,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows:  . 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $607,000)  ( 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  117; 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  117,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $684,000) 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  118: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  118,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $34,200) 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  119: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  119,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $50,900)  \ 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  120: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  120,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $541,500) 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  122: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  122,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,447,800) 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  123: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  123,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $8, 186, 300 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  124: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  124,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $14,800; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  125: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  125,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $605,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  126: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  126,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $8,056,800; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  127 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  127,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $149,100; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  128: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  128,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $3,173,800; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  129: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  129,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $34,800;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  130: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  130,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $841,300;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  131: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  131,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  hv  said  amendment  insert  $ 2,700 ;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  132: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  132,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 878,700 ;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  133 : 

■  That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  133,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $380,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  134 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  134,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $251,800; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same.  ^ 

Amendment  numbered  135: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the’Senate  numbered  135,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
asrfollows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $34-2,600; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  136: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  136,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
asjfollows : 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $3,073,200; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  137: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  137,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1,573,200; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  138: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  138,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,240,700; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  139: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  139,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 4-62,700 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  140: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to.  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  140,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 96,900 ;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  141: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  141,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $302,100; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  142: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  142,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $99,300; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  143: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  143,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $750,500;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  144: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  144,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $57,500;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  145: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  145,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $147 ,100; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  147: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  147,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $118,800; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  148: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  148,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 201,4.00 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  149: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  149,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 43,700 ;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  150: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  150,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $308,700;  { 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  151: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  151,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $37,100; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  152: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  152,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $123,500; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  153: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  153,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $21^,100;  ( 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  154: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  154,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $565,300; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  155: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  155,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $4-1,800; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  156: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  156,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $871,100; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  173: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  173,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $285,100; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 


Amendment  numbered  174: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  174,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $286,400; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendments 
numbered  1,  6,  7.  38,  42,  50,  56,  57,  63,  66,  69,  71,  75,  76,  88,  and  172. 

Albert  Thomas, 

Michael  J.  Ivirwan, 

John  J.  Rooney, 

Edward  P.  Boland, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Ben  F.  Jensen, 

Frank  T.  Bow, 

Charles  R.  Jonas, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  oj  the  House. 

Carl  Hayden, 

Richard  B.  Russell, 

Dennis  Chavez, 

Allen  J.  Ellender, 

Lister  Hill, 

Warren  G.  Magnuson, 

John  O.  Pastore, 

Styles  Bridges, 

Leverett  Saltonstall, 
Milton  R.  Young, 

Karl  E.  Mundt, 

Managers  on  the  Part  oj  the  Seriate. 


STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 


The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.R.  5916)  making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1959,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the 
following  statement  in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed 
upon  and  recommended  in  the  accompanying  conference  report  as  to 
each  of  such  amendments,  namely: 

TITLE  I 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Research  Service 

Amendment  No.  1:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  2:  Permits  transfer  of  $2,302,000  for  “Plant  and 
animal  disease  and  pest  control”  instead  of  $2,180,700  as  proposed  by 
the  House  and  $2,423,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Extension  Service 

Amendment  No.  3:  Permits  transfer  of  $154,100  for  “Penalty  mail” 
instead  of  $146,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $162,255  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 


Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

Amendment  No.  4:  Permits  transfer  of  $1,176,100  for  “Marketing 
research  and  agricultural  estimates”  instead  of  $1,144,100  as  proposed 
by  the  House  and  $1,208,100  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  5:  Permits  transfer  of  $1,936,600  for  “Marketing 
Services”  instead  of  $1,918,600  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$1,954,600  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Foreign  Agricultural  Service 

Amendment  No.  6:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Commodity  Stabilization  Service 

Amendment  No.  7:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  8:  Sets  the  amount  for  “Administrative  expenses” 
at  $6,861,700  instead  of  $6,837,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$6,886,300  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Office  of  Information 

Amendment  No.  9:  Permits  transfer  of  $74,000  for  “Salaries  and 
expenses”  instead  of  $71,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $77,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 
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Forest  Service 

Amendment  No.  10:  Appropriates  $12,554,400  for  “Forest  land 
management”  instead  of  $12,282,800  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$15,326,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  11:  Deletes  Senate  proposal  to  appropriate 
$500,000  for  “Forest  roads  and  trails”. 

FUNDS  APPROPRIATED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 
Mutual  Security 

Amendment  No.  12:  Appropriates  $150,000,000  for  the  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund  instead  of  $100,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $200,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Maritime  Activities 

Amendment  No.  13:  Permits  not  to  exceed  $18,675,000  to  be  used 
for  design,  etc.,  ship  construction,  instead  of  $18,650,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House  and  $18,700,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  14:  Appropriates  $7,500,000  for  “Operating-dif¬ 
ferential  subsidies”  instead  of  $5,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $10,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Patent  Office 

Amendment  No.  15:  Appropriates  $1,667,300  for  “Salaries  and 
expenses”  instead  of  $1,651,500  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$1,683,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 

Amendment  No.  16:  Appropriates  $19,793  for  “Construction  of 
laboratories”  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  but  deletes  language  pro¬ 
posing  that  it  remain  available  until  expended. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— CIVIL  FUNCTIONS 
Department  of  the  Army 
cemeterial  expenses 

Amendment  No.  17:  Appropriates  $535,000  for  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of  $521,500  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— MILITARY  FUNCTIONS 
Department  of  the  Army 

Amendment  No.  18:  Appropriates  $39,030,000  for  “Operation  and 
maintenance”  instead  of  $38,160,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$39,900,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 
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Amendment  No.  19:  Deletes  Senate  language  relating  to  strength 
of  the  Army.  (See  statement  in  connection  with  amendment  No.  22.) 

Amendment  No.  20:  Appropriates  $11,000,000  for  "Army  National 
Guard”  instead  of  $10,300,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$13,200,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Department  of  the  Navy 

Amendment  No.  21:  Appropriates  $34,898,200  for  “Military  per¬ 
sonnel”  instead  of  $33,061,500  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$36,735,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  In  providing  the  amount  of 
$34,898,200  for  this  purpose,  the  committee  of  conference  agrees  that 
the  minor  reduction  in  funds  below  the  request  shall  be  absorbed 
without  reducing  the  planned  strength  or  recruitment  program. 

Amendment  No.  22:  Deletes  Senate  language  relating  to  the  strength 
of  the  Marine  Corps. 

The  Senate  receded  on  amendments  19  and  22  with  the  greatest  of 
reluctance  and  only  because  the  lateness  in  the  year  precludes  the 
possibility  of  the  Army  and  Marine  Corps  being  brought  up  to  the 
strengths  of  900,000  and  200,000  respectively,  becore  June  30,  1959. 
The  committee  of  conference  wishes  to  point  out  that  the  Defense 
Department  Appropriation  Act  for  1959,  Public  Law  85-724,  provided 
the  funds  necessary  to  maintain  an  Army  of  900,000  and  a  Marine 
Corps  of  200,000.  The  Conferees  are  agreed  that  the  entire  matter 
of  strength  of  the  Army  and  Marine  Corps  will  be  a  matter  of  thorough 
study  during  the  consideration  of  the  1960  Defense  Department  appro¬ 
priation  bill. 

Amendment  No.  23:  Appropriates  $18,312,500  for  “Aircraft  and 
facilities”  instead  of  $18,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$18,624,900  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  24:  Appropriates  $19,000,000  for  “Ships  and 
facilities”  instead  of  $18,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$20,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  25:  Appropriates  $4,098,700  for  “Ordnance  and 
facilities”  instead  of  $3,822,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$4,246,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  26:  Appropriates  $3,564,400  for  “Civil  engineer¬ 
ing”  instead  of  $3,330,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $3,732,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  27:  Appropriates  $15,497,500  for  “Servicewide 
supply  and  finance”  instead  of  $14,682,000  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $16,313,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  28:  Appropriates  $5,419,300  for  “Servicewide  op¬ 
erations”  instead  of  $5,153,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$5,685,600  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Amendment  No.  29:  Appropriates  $5,000,000  for  “Federal  pay¬ 
ment  to  the  District  of  Columbia”  as  proposed  by  the  House  instead 
of  $8,100,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  30:  Appropriates  $23,300  for  “Department  of 
Occupations  and  Professions”  instead  of  $20,450  as  proposed  by  the 
fioiigg  and  $26,200  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 
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Amendment  No.  31:  Appropriates  $4,095,668  for  “Public  schools” 
as  proposed  by  tlie  Senate  instead  of  $4,295,668  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  32:  Appropriates  $1,000,000  for  “Department  of 
Public  Welfare”  instead  of  $750,700  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$1,012,200  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  33:  Appropriates  $24,131  for  payment  of  claims 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of  $20,197  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendments  Nos.  34  and  35:  Incorporate  judgments  contained  in 
Senate  Document  No.  20  and  appropriate  $118,285  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate  instead  of  $30,219  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Amendment  No.  36:  Appropriates  $1,117,000  for  “Salaries  and 
expenses”  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  instead  of  $1,072,000 
)as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $1,150,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  37:  Appropriates  $1,886,000  for  “Construction  of 
Indian  health  facilities”  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of 
$1,700,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  38:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  39:  Appropriates  $35,000  for  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses,”  St.  Elizabeths  Hospital  instead  of  $43,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate.  There  was  nothing  for  this  item  in  the  House  bill. 

Amendments  Nos.  40  and  41:  Appropriate  $844,000  for  the  “White 
House  Council  on  Aging”  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of 
$790,000  as  proposed  by  the  House;  and  make  the  sum  of  $810,000 
available  for  grants  to  States  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of 
$756,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 
Alaska  International  Rail  and  Highway  Commission 

Amendment  No.  42:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

^  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

Amendment  No.  43:  Appropriates  $14,094,500  for  “Payments  to 
air  carriers”  instead  of  $12,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$16,189,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Civil  Service  Commission 

Amendments  Nos.  44,  45  and  46:  Appropriate  $1,587,200  for 
“Salaries  and  expenses”  instead  of  $1,491,500  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $1,730,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate;  raise  limitation  on 
performing  duties,  etc.,  to  $76,700  instead  of  $76,300  as  proposed  by 
the  House  and  $77,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate;  and  increase  travel 
limitation  to  $493,000  instead  of  $486,000  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $500,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  Funds  for  furniture  are 
denied. 
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Commission  on  International  Rules  of  Judicial  Procedure 

Amendment  No.  47 :  Appropriates  $25,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House  instead  of  $50,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Federal  Aviation  Agency 

Amendment  No.  48:  Appropriates  $18,000,000  for  “Grants  in  aid 
for  airports,  etc.,”  instead  of  $20,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 
There  was  nothing  for  this  item  in  the  House  bill. 

General  Services  Administration 

Amendment  No.  49:  Appropriates  $15,000,000  for  the  general 
supply  fund  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of  $10,000,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  50:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Civil  War  Centennial  Commission  ^ 

Amendment  No.  51 :  Appropriates  $23,492  as  proposed  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  There  was  nothing  for  this  item  in  the  House  bill. 

National  Mediation  Board 

Amendment  No.  52:  Appropriates  $90,000  for  “Arbitration  and 
emergency  boards”  instead  of  $100,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 
There  was  nothing  for  this  item  in  the  House  bill. 

River  Basin  Study  Commission 

Amendment  No.  53:  Appropriates  $100,000  for  the  South  Carolma- 
Georgia-Alabama-Florida  Commission  as  proposed  by  the  Senate 
instead  of  $80,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Veterans  Administration 

Amendment  No.  54:  Appropriates  $48,651,000  for  “Inpatient  care” 
a.s  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of  $47,455,000  as  proposed  by  the( 
House. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Amendment  No.  55:  Appropriates  $3,735,100  for  “Management  of 
lands  and  resources”  instead  of  $3,682,600  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $3,787,600  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  56:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  57:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  58:  Appropriates  $1,000,000  for  “construction”  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate.  There  was  nothing  for  this  item  in  the 
House  bill. 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

Amendment  No.  59:  Deletes  the  Senate  proposal  to  appropriate 
$1,000,000  for  road  construction  and  maintenance.  It  is  the  intent 
of  the  conferees  that  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  shall  proceed  with 
its  planned  contracts  for  the  items  contemplated  by  this  amendment. 
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National  Park  Service 

Amendment  No.  60:  Appropriates  $1,329,200  for  “Management 
and  protection”  instead  of  $1,270,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$1,388,500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Amendment  No.  61:  Appropriates  $724,800  for  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses,”  Bureau  of  Labor  Standards,  instead  of  $720,600  as  proposed 
by  the  House  and  $729,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  62:  Appropriates  $601,700  for  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses,”  Bureau  of  Employment  Security,  instead  of  $572,80  )  as 
proposed  by  the  House  and  $630,500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  63:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH 
Senate 

Amendments  Nos.  64  and  65:  Insert  title;  and  appropriate  $23,980 
for  “Compensation  of  Senators”  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  66:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendments  Nos.  67  and  68:  Insert  title;  and  appropriate  $34,385 
for  “Furniture”  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  69:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  70:  Appropriates  $2,000  for  postage  stamps  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  71:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Architect  of  the  Capitol 

Amendments  Nos.  72,  73  and  74:  Insert  title;  appropriate 
$4,000,000  for  extension  of  the  Capitol;  and  appropriate  $283,550  for 
furniture  and  furnishings,  additional  Senate  Office  Building;  all  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  75:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Amendment  No.  76:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

Amendment  No.  77:  Appropriates  $337,000  for  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses,”  Bureau  of  Accounts,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of 
$303,300  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  78:  Appropriates  $4,519,000  for  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses,”  Bureau  of  Customs,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of 
$4,481,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  79:  Appropriates  $30,000,000  for  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses,”  Internal  Revenue  Service,  instead  of  $29,595,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House  and  $30,600,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 
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CLAIMS  FOR  DAMAGES  AND  JUDGMENTS 

Amendments  Nos.  80  and  81:  Include  claims,  etc.,  as  set  forth  in 
Senate  Document  No.  20  as  proposed  by  the  Senate;  and  appro¬ 
priate  $4,931,024  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of  $2,570,198  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

TITLE  II 

INCREASED  PAY  COSTS 
Department  of  Agriculture 

Amendment  No.  82:  Permits  transfer  of  $39,900  for  Farmer  Co¬ 
operative  Service  instead  of  $37,800  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$42,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  83:  Permits  transfer  of  $6,102,800  for  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service  instead  of  $5,781,600  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$6,424,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  84:  Permits  transfer  of  $63,500  for  Commodity 
Exchange  Authority  instead  of  $61,200  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $65,800  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  85:  Permits  transfer  of  $582,300  for  Rural  Elec¬ 
trification  Administration  instead  of  $551,700  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $613,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  86:  Permits  transfer  of  $2,100,000  for  Farmers 
Home  Administration  instead  of  $1,989,450  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $2,210,500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  87:  Permits  transfer  of  $59,500  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  Library  instead  of  $56,340  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $62,600  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Department  of  Commerce 

Amendment  No.  88:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Department  of  Defense — Civil  Functions 

Amendment  No.  89:  Appropriates  $1,081,100  for  “Operation  and 
maintenance,  general,”  rivers  and  harbors  and  flood  control,  instead 
of  $1,024,200  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $1,138,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  Nos.  90  and  91:  Appropriate  $1,018,700  for  “General 
expenses,”  instead  of  $941,400  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$1,096,000  as  proposed  by  tlie  Senate;  and  strike  out  language  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate  relating  to  transfer  of  funds. 

Amendment  No.  92:  Authorizes  $230,000  for  the  U.S.  Soldiers’ 
Home  instead  of  $215,100  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $239,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  93:  Appropriates  $30,400  for  administration, 
Ryukyu  Islands,  instead  of  $28,800  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$32,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  94:  Appropriates  $1,070,100  for  Canal  Zone  Gov¬ 
ernment  instead  of  $1,013,760  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $1,126,400 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 
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Amendment  No.  95:  Authorizes  $329,100  for  the  Panama  Canal 
Company  instead  of  $311,760  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $346,400 
ns  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Department  of  Defense — Military  Functions 

Amendment  No.  96:  Appropriates  $8,645,000  for  research  and 
development,  Department  of  the  Army,  instead  of  $8,190,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House  and  $9,100,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  97:  Appropriates  $167,200  for  Alaska  Communi¬ 
cation  System  instead  of  $158,400  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$176,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  98:  Appropriates  $2,498,500  for  Navy  personnel, 
general  expenses,  instead  of  $2,367,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$2,630,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  99:  Appropriates  $9,494,300  for  research  and 
development,  Department  of  the  Navy,  instead  of  $8,994,600  as 
)  proposed  by  the  House  and  $9,994,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  100:  Appropriates  $65,550,000  for  operation  and 
maintenance,  Department  of  the  .Air  Force,  instead  of  $62,100,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House  and  $69,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

District  of  Columbia 

Amendment  No.  101:  Appropriates  $151,500  for  the  Recreation 
Department  instead  of  $129,900  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$173,200  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  102:  Appropriates  $1,809,775  for  the  Department 
of  Public  Health  instead  of  $1,409,775  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$1,937,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  103:  Appropriates  $269,500  for  the  Department  of 
Highways  instead  of  $259,500  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $279,500 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  104:  Appropriates  $69,400  for  the  Department  of 
Vehicles  and  Traffic  instead  of  $62,400  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$76,400  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  105:  Appropriates  $216,900  for  National  Capital 
)  Parks  instead  of  $185,925  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $247,900 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  106:  Appropriates  $55,800  for  National  Zoological 
Park  instead  of  $50,775  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $60,775  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 

Amendment  No.  107:  Appropriates  $130,000  for  Freedmen’s 
Hospital  instead  of  $116,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $136,500 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Independent  Offices 

Amendment  No.  108:  Appropriates  $490,200  for  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Board  instead  of  $464,400  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$516,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  109:  Authorizes  $152,000  for  administrative 
expenses  of  the  Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington  instead  of 
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$144,000  as  proposed  tile  House  and  $160,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  110:  Appropriates  $16,281,100  for  the  Federal 
Aviation  Agency  instead  of  $15,424,200  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$17,138,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  Ill:  Appropriates  $739,100  for  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission  instead  of  $700,200  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $778,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  112:  Appropriates  $513,000  for  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  instead  of  $486,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$540,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  Nos.  113  and  114:  Appropriate  $52,300  for  the  Foreign 
Claims  Settlement  Commission  instead  of  $49,500  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $55,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate;  and  permit  transfer  of 
$6,800  from  the  war  claims  fund  instead  of  $6,480  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $7,200  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  115:  Appropriates  $4,079,960  for  operating  ex¬ 
penses,  Public  Buildings  Service  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of  i 
$3,189,960  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  116:  Appropriates  $607,000  for  the  National 
Archives  and  Records  Service  instead  of  $575,100  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $639,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  117:  Appropriates  $684,000  for  the  Office  of  the 
Administrator,  Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency,  instead  of 
$648,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $720,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  118:  Authorizes  $34,200  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  for  public  facility  loans  instead  of  $32,400  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $36,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  119:  Authorizes  $50,900  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  revolving  fund  (liquidating  programs)  instead  of  $47,700 
as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $53,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  Nos.  120  and  121:  Authorize  $541,500  for  administra¬ 
tive  expenses  of  the  Federal  Housing  Administration  instead  of 
$513,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $570,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate;  and  authorize  $3,035,000  for  nonadministrative  expenses  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of  $2,731,500  as  proposed  by  the  . 
House.  | 

Amendment  No.  122:  Appropriates  $1,447,800  for  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  instead  of  $1,371,600  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $1,524,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  123:  Appropriates  $3,186,300  for  the  National 
Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration  instead  of  $3,018,600  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House  and  $3,354,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  124:  Authorizes  $14,200  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Corporation  instead 
of  $13,500  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $15,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  125:  Appropriates  $605,000  for  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  instead  of  $573,000  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $637,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  126:  Appropriates  $2,056,800  for  the  Selective 
Service  System  instead  of  $1,948,500  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$2,165,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 
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Amendment  No.  127:  Appropriates  $149,100  for  the  Tariff  Com¬ 
mission  instead  of  $141,300  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $157,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  128:  Appropriates  $3,173,800  for  the  U.S.  Informa¬ 
tion  Agency  instead  of  $3,057,300  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$3,290,225  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Department  of  the  Interior 

Amendment  No.  129:  Appropriates  $34,200  for  the  Office  of  Oil  and 
Gas  instead  of  $32,400  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $36,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  130:  Appropriates  $241,300  for  the  Office  of  the 
Solicitor  instead  of  $228,600  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $254,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate- 

Amendment  No.  131:  Appropriates  $2,700  for  the  Commission  of 
Fine  Arts  instead  of  $2,520  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $2,800  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  Nos.  132  and  133:  Appropriate  $878,700  for  resources 
management  of  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  instead  of  $832,500  as 
proposed  by  the  House  and  $925,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate;  and 
authorize  the  transfer  of  $380,000  instead  of  $360,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House  and  $400,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  134 :  Appropriates  $25 1 ,800  for  general  administra¬ 
tive  expenses  of  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  instead  of  $238,500  as 
proposed  by  the  House  and  $265,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  135:  Appropriates  $342,600  from  the  reclamation 
fund  for  general  administrative  expenses  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
instead  of  $324,540  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $360,600  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  136:  Appropriates  $3,073,200  for  the  Geological 
Survey  instead  of  $2,911,500  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $3,235,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  Nos.  137  and  138:  Appropriate  $1,573,200  for  the  con¬ 
servation  and  development  of  mineral  resources,  Bureau  of  Mines, 
instead  of  $1,490,400  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $1,656,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate;  and  authorize  $1,240,700  by  transfer  instead  of 
$1,175,400  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $1,306,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  139:  Appropriates  $462,700  for  health  and  safety 
of  the  Bureau  of  Mines  instead  of  $438,300  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $487,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  140:  Appropriates  $96,900  for  general  administra¬ 
tive  expenses  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines  instead  of  $91,800  as  proposed  by 
the  House  and  $102,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  141:  Appropriates  $302,100  for  maintenance  and 
rehabilitation  of  physical  facilities  of  the  National  Park  Service  instead 
of  $286,290  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $318,100  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  142:  Appropriates  $99,300  for  general  administra¬ 
tive  expenses  of  the  National  Park  Service  instead  of  $94,050  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House  and  $104,500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  143:  Appropriates  $750,500  for  management  and 
investigations  of  resources  of  the  Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  instead  of 
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$711,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $790,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  144:  Appropriates  $57,500  for  the  Bureau  of  Com¬ 
mercial  Fisheries  instead  of  $54,450  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$60,500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  145:  Appropriates  $147,100  for  the  Office  of  Terri¬ 
tories  instead  of  $139,320  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $154,800  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  146:  Appropriates  $200,940  for  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of  $185,940  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Department  of  Labor 

Amendment  No.  147:  Appropriates  $118,800  for  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary  instead  of  $112,500  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $125,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  148:  Appropriates  $201,400  for  the  Office  of  the 
Solicitor  instead  of  $190,800  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $212,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  149:  Appropriates  $43,700  for  the  Bureau  of  VeL 
erans’  Reemployment  Rights  instead  of  $41,400  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $46,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  150:  Appropriates  $308,700  for  the  Bureau  of 
Apprenticeship  and  Training  instead  of  $292,500  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $325,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  151:  Appropriates  $37,100  for  compliance  activ¬ 
ities  of  the  Mexican  farm  labor  program  instead  of  $35,100  as  proposed 
by  the  House  and  $39,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  152:  Permits  transfer  of  $123,500  for  salaries  and 
expenses  of  the  Mexican  farm  labor  program  instead  of  $117,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House  and  $130,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  153:  Appropriates  $244,100  for  the  Bureau  of 
Employees’  Compensation  instead  of  $231,300  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $257,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  154:  Appropriates  $565,300  for  the  Bureau  of 
Labor  Statistics  instead  of  $535,500  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$595,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  155:  Appropriates  $41,800  for  the  Women’s 
Bureau  instead  of  $39,600  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $44,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  156:  Appropriates  $871,100  for  the  Wage  and 
Hour  Division  instead  of  $825,300  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$917,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Legislative  Branch 

Amendment  Nos.  157  through  171:  Appropriate  $1,813,690  for 
various  Senate  items  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  172:  Reported  in  disagreement. 
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Treasury  Department 

Amendment  No.  173:  Appropriates  $235,100  for  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary  instead  of  $222,750  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $247,500 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  174:  Appropriates  $286,400  for  salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  U.S.  Secret  Service  instead  of  $271,350  as  proposed  by 
the  House  and  $301,500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Albert  Thomas, 

Michael  J.  Kirwan, 

John  J.  Rooney, 

Edward  P.  Boland, 
Clarence  Cannon, 

Ben  F.  Jensen, 

Frank  T.  Bow, 

Charles  R.  Jonas, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  oj  the  House. 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  Both 

priation  bill,  /House  committee  reported  area  redevelopment  bilTVHouse  committees 
granted  permission  until  Fri.,  Hay  15,  to  file  reports  on  wheat  biPL  and  U3DA  ap- 
^propriatiorj/bill.  House  received  President's  message  on  wheat,  housing,  and  high¬ 
ways.  Ij^use  Rules  Committee  cleared  housing  bill.  Rep.  Moore  insertea^ecretary '  s 
W.  ^a^^speech. 


SENATE 


1.  SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  Both  Houses  agreed  to  the  conference 
report  on  this  bill,  H.  R.  5916,  and  acted  on  amendments  in  disagreement. 

(pp.  7277-88,  7307-/$  7330-37,  ?338-9)  This  bill  had  been  reported  by  the 
conference  committee  cn  May  13  pursuant  to  a  House  order  granted  May  12 
(H.  Rept.  355).  (p.  7378)  This  bill  will  noft  be  sent  to  the  President. 

See  table  at  the  end  of  this  Digest  for  a  summary  of  items  relating  to  this 
Department  which  were  agreed  to  by  the  House  and  the  Senate. 

Regarding  the  $37,500  for  humane  slaughter  provided  for  by  the  Senate,  but 
eliminated  by  the  House,  Sen.  Humphrey  asked  if  the  USDA  had  "administrative 
flexibility  to  such  a  point  that  it  could  divert  some  funds  for  at  least  a  be¬ 
ginning  on  the  research  activities  of,  the  Commission  established  under  the 
Humane  Slaughter  Act?"  Sen.  Hayden  stated,  "I  have  no  doubt  it  has  some  funds 


-  2  - 


which  it  could  use,"  and  Sen.  Humphrey  urged  inclusion  of  such  funds  in  the 
regular  USDA  appropriation  bill,  p.  7286-7 


WATER;  RECLAMATION.  Sen.  Bennett  announced  the  holding  of  a  ceremony  "to  mark 
the  beginning  of  one  the  West's  important  reclamation  developments,  the  Vern^ 
mit  of  the  central  Utah  project  ...  which  will  provide  irrigation  water  fo* 

nearly  15,000  acres."  p.  7258  / 

Jen.  Neuberger  inserted  an  editorial  viewing  the  different  viewpoint^/ or 
Sen.  ^Morse  and  himself  on  provisional  authorization  of  Nez  Perce  Dam.  /ppr 
7264-: 


3.  DAIRY  INDIES  TRY ;  TRANSPORTATION.  Sen.  Humphrey  announced  the  inclusion  of  Sen. 
Young,  Ohito,  as  a  cosponsor  of  S.  1821,  the  Dairy  Marketing  bill/  p.  7257 
Sen.  Javits  inserted  a  resolution  of  the  N.  Y.  State  Association  of  Re¬ 
frigerated  Warehouses,  Inc.,  opposing  USDA  policy  "of  allowing  80%  of  the 
lowest  published  freight  rate"  be  the  determinant  of  the  "f/o.b.  price  the 
Government  will\ay  the  creamery  or  handler  (not  the  prodyfcer)  for  hrs  butter. 

p.  7249 


6. 


8. 


4.  TRADEMARKS.  Both  Houses  received  from  Commerce  Dept.  proposed  bill  providing 
for  the  registration  and  protection  of  trademarks  u^ed  in  commerce,  to  carry  r 
out  the  provisions  of  certain  international  conversions";  to  the  Judiciary 
Committees,  pp.  7248,  73.78 


5.  POSTAL  RATES.  Sen.  Neuberget  explained  his  bi^T,  S.  1295  which  "would  give  the 
Post  Office  Department  the  r\ght  to  set  its/own  rates  --  subject  to  con¬ 
gressional  veto"  and  stated  th^t  "every  cl/ss  of  mail  would  bear  its  fair 
proportion"  under  his  bill,  p. 


v7265 


FOREIGN  AID.  Sen.  Long  criticized  ^Jnd^i:  Secretary  of  State  Dillon  for  applying 
the  "$100  million  counterpart  moneyVwhich  was  available  because  of  U.  S. 
foreign  aid  to  ...  Greece,  against/tnfe  debt  of  that  country"  in  the  light  of 
"chronic  unemployment"  there,  ancr  Sen. 'O'Mahoney  stated  that  Mr.  Dillon  s 
foreign  program  does  more  "to  unbalance \he  budget  than  anything  that  *-s  being 
done  by  either  the  Congress  cy  any  of  the\governmental  departments. 

pp.  7270-2,  7273-5  /  . 

Sen.  Humphrey  inserted  y  statement,  "Christian  Position  on  U.  S.  Foreign 
Aid,"  supporting  ecnomic  /Assistance  to  underdeveloped  countries,  pp,  7319-21\iJ 


HOUSE 


7.  APPROPRIATIONS.  The' Appropriations  Committee  was  granted  permission  until 
midnight  Fri.,  May  15,  to  file  a  report  on  the  agrici^tural  appropriation 
bill  for  1960  and  the  general  Government  matters  appropriation  bill  for  1960. 
(p.  7328)  Ren/ McCormack  announced  that  the  agricultural  appropriation  bill 
will  be  considered  on  Mon.,  May  18.  (p.  7338) 


WHEAT.  The'  Agriculture  Committee  was  granted  permission  until  midnight ,  Fri., 
May  15,  /o  file  a  report  on  the  new  wheat  bill,  H.  R.  7118.  K  7337 

The/House  Agriculture  Committee  has  issued  a  press  release  which  summarizes 
the  pfrnmittee' s  w:eat  bill  (which  has  not  yet  been  formally  reported)  as  fol- 
1  ow;l. 

"1.  Support  prices  at  90  percent  of  parity  in  1960  and  1961. 

"2.  A  30  percent  reduction  in  each  farm  acreage  allotment,  during  each 
of  the  two  years,  with  a  provision  that  the  land  in  the  30  acre  reaction 
cannot  be  planted  to  any  other  price-supported  crop,  although  it  will^be 
eligible  for  soil  bank  participation  or  for  use  in  the  production  of  any 
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crop  not  receiving  price  supports, 
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takeover  the  management  of  our  eco¬ 
nomic  affairs. 

Mr/SPresident,  let  no  one  forget  that 
there  cannot  be  permanent  political 
freedom\vithout  economic  liberty.  If 
the  economy  of  any  people  is  permitted  to 
fall  into  thK  control  of  one  group,  po¬ 
litical  liberty  Bonnot  be  expected  to  sur¬ 
vive. 

If  the  time  evei\comes  when  the  bank¬ 
ers  of  the  United\States,  by  means  of 
concentration  of  control,  can  determine 
what  banking  facilities  the  people  may 
have,  then — if  we  permit  that  to  be 
done — we  shall  be  surrendering  a  sub¬ 
stantial  part  of  the  Government  of  the 
people,  by  the  people,  and  for  the  people, 
of  which  Lincoln  spoke  at  Gettysburg,  in 
his  famous  address.  He  uttered  there 
only  a  repetition  of  the  sound  Belief  of 
the  framers  of  the  Constitution  that  they 
were  establishing  in  the  United  Scutes 
a  Government  by  the  people. 

Mr.  President,  I  recall  the  fact  that 
President  of  the  United  States  until  JohriV 
Quincy  Adams  took  office — and  he  was 
the  sixth  President — was  bold  enough  to 
assert  in  his  inaugural  message  that  the 
experiment  in  popular  Government  es¬ 
tablished  in  this  Nation  by  those  who 
drew  up  the  Declaration  of  Inde¬ 
pendence  and  framed  the  Constitution 
had  proven  to  be  a  success.  All  five  of 
his  predecessors  simply  had  been  striv¬ 
ing  to  make  it  a  success.  John  Quincy 
Adams,  the  sixth  President,  asserted  in 
his  inaugural  message  that  it  was  a  suc¬ 
cess.  But  we  are  neglecting  to  give 
proper  consideration  to  basic  economic 
issues;  and  that  neglect  is  witnessed  by 
the  fact  that  here,  at  10  minutes  after  2 
in  the  afternoon,  after  an  endeavor  of 
over  an  hour  and  one-half,  we  have  been 
unable  to  rally  a  quorum  of  the  Senate 
to  pass  upon  this  measure — which  has 
been  reported  by  the  Banking  and  Cur¬ 
rency  Committee — the  intent  and  pur¬ 
pose  of  which  is  to  put  exclusive  control 
of  bank  mergers  into  the  hands  of  the 
banking  agencies,  and  to  exclude  the 
Department  of  Justice,  which  is  the  prin¬ 
cipal  Government  agency  to  enforce  the 
antitrust  laws,  from  having  the  power  to 
disapprove. 

It  is  true  that  the  bill,  as  reported,  re¬ 
quires  that  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney 
General  be  obtained.  But  the  bilLfloes 
not  provide  for  any  court  review;  My 
amendment  would  grant  sucj4  court 
review. 

As  I  have  said,  and  as  the  Deputy  At¬ 
torney  General,  Judge  Wal#h,  says,  this 
amendment  does  not  alter  the  Senate 
Banking  and  Currency  Committee’s 
decision  that  bank  mergers  shall  be 
passed  upon  initially/not  by  the  courts, 
but  by  the  appropriate  bank  agencies; 
but  it  does,  as  hp  says,  deal  with  two 
serious  problem?  presented  by  the  bill 
before  the  Seiyne. 

The  first  of/chese  problems  arises  from 
the  fact  that  the  committee  bill  uses 
vague  and/uncertain  language  about  the 
lessening''  of  competition,  instead  of 
what  <LWge  Walsh  calls  the  court-tested 
language  of  section  7  of  the  Clayton  Act. 

!e  second  problem,  and  it  is  a  seri¬ 
ous  problem,  is  that  under  the  bill  as 
now  stands,  if  any  banking  agency  or 
the  Attorney  General  recommends 


against  the  merger,  there  is  no  judicial 
review. 

My  amendment  provides  only  that  the 
appropriate  banking  agency — not  the 
Department  of  Justice,  but  the  appro¬ 
priate  banking  agency — must  hold  a 
public  hearing,  and  interested  parties 
may  appeal  to  the  courts  from  the  bank¬ 
ing  agency’s  decision. 

There  is  nothing  wild  about  my 
amendment,  Mr.  President.  It  is  a  sim¬ 
ple  measure  to  protect  the  rights  of  the 
people. 

I  have  in  my  hand  a  list  of  16  of  the 
largest  financial  centers  in  the  United 
States.  If  I  were  to  read  them  in  the 
order  of  their  total  assets,  or  the  per¬ 
centage  of  the  total  assets  owned  by  the 
largest  banks  in  the  principal  financial 
centers,  the  list  would  read  as  follows; 

In  Providence,  the  four  largest  banks 
have  98  percent  of  all  the  banking  assets. 

In  Cleveland,  the  four  largest  banks 
have  97  percent. 

In  Atlanta,  92  percent. 

In  Detroit,  90  percent. 

Jn  Minneapolis,  87  percent. 

Pittsburgh,  87  percent. 
ifkChicago,  84  percent'.  ,/ 

In  K) alias,  84  percent.  / 

In  Richmond,  84  percent.  / 

In  Bostyn,  83  percent.  / 

In  Baltnnore,  77  percent.  / 

In  Kansa^City,  75  percent. 

In  Philadelphia,  69  percent. 

In  St.  Louis\68  percent, 

In  Washington  60  percent. 

In  New  York,  00  percent. 

In  other  words\Mr.  President,  the 
four  largest  banks  m  those  16  centers 
own  more  than  60  ptycent  of  all  the 
banking  assets  iji'thoseXcenters. 

In  10  of  thos^,  beginning  with  Provi¬ 
dence  and  going  through  the  list  I  have 
read  until  come  to  Boston,  the  four 
largest  banks  control  more  than  83  per¬ 
cent  of  all  the  banking  assets  those 
respective  cities. 

Thity  Mr.  President,  teaches  u\  the 
degree  to  which  the  concentratiork  of 
banking  assets  has  been  permitted  \o 
proceed  in  this  country.  Unless  we  sto] 
ft,  and  unless  we  make  certain  that  the 
banking  agencies,  the  members  and  offi¬ 
cers  of  which  are  recruited  from  among 
the  banking  profession,  are  given  the 
assistance  of  the  Department  of  Justice, 
we  are  helping  the  Nation  to  go  down 
the  road  to  chaos  in  the  concentration 
of  economic  power. 

I  understand1,  Mr.  President,  that  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden], 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations,  would  like  to  have  me  yield 
for  a  privileged  matter.  I  do  so  with 
the  understanding  that  I  do  not  lose 
the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Young  of  Ohio  in  the  chair).  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


Virginia,  and  the  Washington  metre 
politan  area. 

The  message  also  announced  that/the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  t6  the  bill 
(H.R.  5916)  making  supplemental  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  fiscal /year  ending 
June  30,  1959,  and  for  other  purposes; 
that  the  House  receded  from  its  dis¬ 
agreement  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  numbered  6,  42,  50,  56,  57,  63, 
66,  69,  75,  76,  and  172  to  the  bill,  and 
concurred  therein,  and  that  the  House 
receded  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered  1, 
7,  38,  71,  and  88,  and  concurred  therein 
severally,  with  an  amendment,  in  which 
it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 


/ 


ENROLLED  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
SIGNED 

The  message  further  announced  that 
'the  Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to 
the  enrolled  joint  resolution  (S.J.  Res. 
94)  to  defer  the  proclamation  of  mar¬ 
keting  quotas  and  acreage  allotments 
for  the  1960  crop  of  wheat  until  June 
1,  1959,  and  it  was  signed  by  the  Acting 
President  pro  tempore. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Maurer,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  concurrent 
resolution  iS.  Con.  Res.  22)  to  print 
additional  copies  of  certain  hearings  on 
transportation  problems  in  Maryland, 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRI¬ 
ATION  BILL,  1959— CONFERENCE 

REPORT 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  sub¬ 
mit  a  report  of  the  committee  of  con¬ 
ference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.R.  5916)  making 
supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fis¬ 
cal  year  ending  June  30,  1959,  and  for 
other  purposes.  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  for  the  present  consideration  of  the 
report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  re¬ 
port  will  be  read  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report. 

(For  conference  report,  see  House  pro¬ 
ceedings  of  today.) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  conference  report  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President, 
may  I  inquire  of  the  Senator  from  Ari¬ 
zona  what  the  result  of  the  conference 
was  in  total  figures?  The  Senate  in¬ 
creased  the  amount  provided  in  the 
appropriation  bill  by  how  much  over 
what  the  House  had  allowed,  and  what 
did  the  conferees  agree  to? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  amount  of  the 
bill  as  passed  by  the  House  was 
$2,657,402,994.  The  amount  of  increase 
by  the  Senate  was  $186,499,811.  The 
amount  of  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate  was  $2,843,902,805.  The  amount  as 
agreed  upon  in  the  conference  was 
$2,764,500,380. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 
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Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Montana. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  May  I  ask  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  chairman  of  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  what  happened  to  the 
Long  amendment  establishing  the  Army 
at  the  end  strength  of  900,000,  and  the 
amendment  establishing  the  Marine 
Corps  at  a  strength  of  200,000,  in  accord 
with  congressional  intent? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  best  way  to 
answer  that  question,  I  think,  is  to  read 
from  the  conference  report: 

The  Senate  receded  on  amendments  19  and 
22  with  the  greatest  of  reluctance  and  only 
because  the  lateness  in  the  year  precludes 
the  possibility  of  the  Army  and  Marine  Corps 
being  brought  up  to  the  strengths  of  900,000 
and  200,000  respectively,  before  June  30,  1959. 
The  committee  of  conference  wishes  to  point 
out  that  the  Defense  Department  Appropri¬ 
ation  Act  for  1959,  Public  Law  85-724,  pro¬ 
vided  the  funds  necessary  to  maintain  an 
Army  of  900,000  and  a  Marine  Corps  of 
200,000.  The  Conferees  are  agreed  that  the 
entire  matter  of  strength  of  the  Army  and 
Marine  Corps  will  be  a  matter  of  thorough 
study  during  the  consideration  of  the  1960 
Defense  Department  appropriation  bill. 

We  could  not  prevail  upon  the  House 
to  agree  at  all. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  May  I  say  to  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  that  what  the  Senate  is  being  asked 
to  agree  to  is  in  contradistinction  tq. 
what  Congress  as  a  whole  said  should 
happen  this  year.  The  administration 
has  seen  fit  to  honor  congressional  in¬ 
tent  so  far  as  the  Army  Reserve  and 
the  Air  National  Guard  are  concerned, 
but  so  far  as  the  Marine  Corps  and  the 
Army  are  concerned,  they  are  diverting 
some  of  the  funds,  at  least  the  Army 
funds,  to  other  uses,  and  are  not  keep¬ 
ing  up  the  personnel  strength  which  the 
Congress  said  should  be  maintained. 

After  all,  under  the  Constitution,  Con¬ 
gress  has  an  equal  responsibility  with 
the  administration,  and  perhaps  a  little 
more  responsibility,  as  to  what  should 
constitute  the  armed  strength  of  the 
United  States. 

It  appears  to  me  that  we  are  making 
a  mistake  in  backing  down  in  this  in¬ 
stance,  after  stating  twice  in  this  fiscal 
year  what  we  thought  should  be  done 
in  the  way  of  providing  personnel  for 
our  Army  and  Marine  Corps. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  House  agreed  on 
this  matter  the  previous  time,  but  this 
time  it  was  stated  to  be  too  late  to  put 
the  language  in  the  bill.  The  House  will 
consider  the  matter  again. 

The  Senate  must  remember  that  there 
is  no  way  of  making  the  President  or 
any  department  head  spend  any  money 
which  Congress  appropriates.  We  can 
appropriate  all  the  money  we  please,  but 
the  administration  does  not  have  to  use 
it. 

That  is  exactly  what  has  happened 
in  this  instance.  We  provided  the 
funds,  but  the  administration  has  not 
taken  into  the  service  as  many  men  as 
were  provided  for.  Therefore,  it  is  not 
necessary  to  pay  as  many  men.  Since 
it  was  not  all  used  to  pay  the  men,  some 
of  the  money  may  have  been  diverted  to 
other  uses. 

I  think  we  can  tie  that  matter  down 
very  carefully  in  the  Department  of  De¬ 


fense  appropriation  bill  for  1960  which 
will  be  before  the  Senate.  We  could 
provide  that  if  the  money  is  not  spent 
for  the  specific  purpose  designated,  it 
could  not  be  spent  for  any  other  pur¬ 
pose. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  should  like  to 
point  out  that  the  amendment  did  not 
call  for  any  new  appropriation  for  the 
present  fiscal  year.  The  money  was  al¬ 
ready  provided. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  It  is  my  under¬ 
standing  that  the  Army  strength  is  now 
down  to  about  869,000  men,  instead  of 
the  minimum  of  870,000  which  was  set. 

I  wish  to  point  out  that  the  only  serv¬ 
ice  which,  under  the  law,  has  a  floor 
strength  is  the  Marine  Corps,  which  is 
supposed  to  maintain  three  combat¬ 
sized  divisions  and  three  air  wings.  The 
Marine  Corps  cannot  provide  those  divi¬ 
sions  and  wings  with  a  personnel  level 
of  175,000. 

In  spite  of  my  disappointment,  and  in 
spite  of  what  I  am  sure  is  the  disap¬ 
pointment  of  the  chairman  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  as  a  whole,  I  hope  that  the  lan¬ 
guage  we  inserted  in  the  supplemental 
appropriation  bill  when  it  was  being  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  Senate  this  year  will  be 
reinserted  in  the  regular  Department  of 
Defense  appropriation  bill  for  the  next 
fiscal  year,  because  that  language  could 
not  be  ignored.  It  is  my  understanding 
that  if  the  language  is  put  in  the  regu¬ 
lar  appropriation  bill,  and  agreed  to,  the 
administration  will  have  to  carry  out  the 
intent  of  Congress  at  that  time  and  in 
that  respect. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  Senator  is  mis¬ 
taken  about  only  one  thing.  The  admin¬ 
istration  does  not  have  to  do  anything 
about  the  matter  if  it  does  not  want  to. 

When  I  was  first  elected  to  Congress, 
I  had  a  bill  passed  to  build  a  bridge 
across  the  Gila  River.  In  order  to  get 
the  bill  passed  through  the  House,  I  ac¬ 
cepted  an  amendment  which  was  offered 
by  the  minority  leader  in  the  House,  pro¬ 
viding  that  he  funds  should  be  reim¬ 
bursable  if,  as,  and  when  the  Indians 
had  any  money.  He  hoped  there  might 
be  the  discovery  of  oil  or  something  like 
that  on  the  land  belonging  to  the  In¬ 
dians.  I  thought  that  was  such  a  far¬ 
fetched  possibility  it  would  be  entirely 
reasonable  to  agree  to  it,  and  I  accepted 
the  amendment,  but  the  Indian  Bureau 
refused  to  build  the  bridge  so  long  as 
that  amendment  was  in  the  act,  and 
that  is  all  there  was  to  the  matter.  The 
Bureau  had  the  money  and  the  Bureau 
had  the  authority  of  law,  but  would  not 
build  the  bridge. 

I  have  learned  that  one  cannot  make 
any  executive  department  spend  money 
unless  the  department  wants  to. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  appreciate  what 
the  Senator  has  said,  but  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  the  language  used  with  regard 
to  previous  reductions  in  the  Army  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  and  in  the  Army  Reserves 
was  considered  mandatory  by  those  in 
the  Pentagon,  and  therefore  they  fol¬ 
lowed  the  intent  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  In  those  two  instances, 
the  intent  of  the  law  was  complied  with. 
In  these  other  two  instances,  there  has 
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not  been  a  carrying  out  of  the  clear  in¬ 
tent  of  Congress. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  When  the  appro¬ 
priation  bill  comes  before  the  Senate,  I 
shall  do  my  best  to  see  if  we  can  have 
provided  an  Army  strength  of  at  least 
900,000,  and  a  Marine  Corps  strength  of 
200,000,  so  that  we,  on  our  part,  can  per¬ 
form  our  constitutional  function,  which 
I  think  is  as  important  in  regard  to  the 
defense  of  this  country  as  is  the  function 
of  the  Executive. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  assure  the  Senator 
that  there  was  great  reluctance  to  yield 
on  this  point.  It'  was  the  last  matter 
considered,  and  led  to  the  longest  argu¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  thank  the  Sena¬ 
tor. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  understood  that  one 
of  the  real  difficulties  involved  in  respect 
to  the  amendment  under  discussion  was 
the  administrative  aspect  of  the  matter. 
There  was  no  comparable  provision  in 
the  regular  Defense  Department  military 
supply  bill  for  the  fiscal  year  1959.  There 
might  or  might  not  be  a  level  of  forces 
provision  carried  in  the  bill  for  fiscal 
year  1960.  Therefore,  if  this  provision 
were  placed  in  a  supplemental  appro¬ 
priation  bill  we  would  be  in  the  unhappy 
position  of  marching  from  present 
strength  levels  to  the  levels  set  in  the 
proposal  until  the  30th  of  June;  and, 
thereafter,  if  no  comparable  provision 
were- placed  in  the  regular  military  sup¬ 
ply  bill,  it  would  be  necessary  to  march 
back  down  again  to  the  strength  levels 
which  obtain  at  the  present  time. 

Mi-.  HAYDEN.  What  the  Senator  has 
stated  was  pointed  out.  Nevertheless, 
we  insisted,  so  far  as  the  Senate  was 
concerned,  that  the  regular  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  would  carry  the  money  for  the 
personnel. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  am  not  arguing  the 
military  merits  of  the  proposal  for  the 
moment.  The  administrative  difficulty 
is  quite  obvious,  because  it  is  now  the 
middle  of  May.  There  are  only  6  weeks 
before  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year.  If 
for  any  reason  the  Congress  did  not  pro¬ 
vide  an  identical  provision  in  the  regu¬ 
lar  appropriation  bill,  this  situation 
would  obtain  for  a  period  of  only  6  weeks, 
and  before  one  could  set  the  adminis¬ 
trative  forces  in  motion  one  would  be 
marching  back  downhill  again. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  was  one  part 
of  the  argument  of  the  House  conferees; 
that  the  limitation  would  apply  for  only 
a  short  time.  This  matter  can  be  again 
discussed  and  taken  up  on  a  more  perma¬ 
nent  basis  when  we  consider  the  appro¬ 
priation  bill  for  the  Department  of"  De¬ 
fense. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  quite  correct. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  observe  that  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Louisiana 
[Mr.  Ellender]  is  present  on  the  floor. 
The  senior  Senator  from  Louisiana,  with 
his  junior  colleague  [Mr.  Long]  was  re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  adoption  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  to  raise  the  Army  strength  this 
fiscal  year  to  a  900,000  level. 
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Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
will  concur  that  we  did  everything  we 
could  in  the  conference  to  try  to  get  that 
done. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  am  certain  of 
that.  I  express  the  hope  that  we  will 
use  the  language  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Long]  and  the 
Senator  from  Montana  with  regard  to 
the  strength  of  the  Army  and  of  the 
Marine  Corps  in  the  regular  appropria¬ 
tion  bill,  so  that  once  again  we  can  ex¬ 
press  our  opinion  and,  if  possible,  nail 
down  the  responsibility,  since  it  is  our 
wish  that  the  Army  and  the  Marine 
Corps  be  maintained  at  those  respective 
levels. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  recall  that  when 
the  item  for  the  Development  Loan  Fund 
was  before  the  House  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations,  the  request  of  the  adminis¬ 
tration  for  an  appropriation  of  $250 
million  was  practically  rejected  by  the 
committee,  but  when  the  bill  went  to 
the  floor,  the  House  allowed  an  appropri¬ 
ation  of  $100  million.  When  that  mat¬ 
ter  came  before  the  Senate,  the  Senate 
increased  the  amount  to  $200  million. 
Some  of  us  disagreed  with  that  action. 
What  was  the  decision  of  the  conferees? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  authorization 
was  for  $225  million.  The  House  pro¬ 
vided  an  appropriation,  as  the  Senator 
says,  of  $100  million.  The  Senate  pro¬ 
vided  $200  million. 

In  the  confei’ence,  we  split  the  dif¬ 
ference  and  made  the  amount  $150 
million. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Therefore,  the 
appropriation  provided  in  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  is  $150  million? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Yes;  $150  million. 


Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  on  that  point? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  I  was  going  to  ask 
about  the  same  matter.  In  the  con¬ 
ference  report,  is  any  restriction  placed 
upon  the  use  of  the  money,  or  any  other 
additions  to  the  Development  Loan 
Fund,  or  with  regard  to  any  action 
which  will  be  taken  in  the  future? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  only  change 
which  was  made  was  in  the  number  of 
dollars  to  be  provided. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  There  was  no  other  un¬ 
derstanding  at  all;  it  is  a  straight  $150 
million  appropriation? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before 
the  Senate  a  message  from  the  House  of 
Representatives  announcing  its  action  on 
certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  to 
House  bill  5916,  which  was  read  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

In  the  House  of  Representatives,  U.S., 

May  14,  1959. 

Resolved,  That  the  House  recede  from  Its 
disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  numbered  6,  42,  50,  56,  57,  63,  66,  69, 
75,  76,  and  172  to  the  bill  (H.R.  5916)  en¬ 
titled  “An  act  making  supplemental  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1959,  and  for  other  purposes,”  and  concur 
therein; 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  1,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
stricken  and  inserted  by  said  amendment, 
insert  "$3,870,400.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 


bered  7,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  named 
in  said  amendment,  insert  “$2,000,000.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  38,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  pro¬ 
posed  in  said  amendment,  insert  “$335,000.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  71,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  pro¬ 
posed  by  said  amendment,  insert: 

STATIONERY  (REVOLVING  FUND) 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Stationery 
(revolving  fund)”,  $1,780,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended. 

House  of  representatives 

For  payment  to  Mary  S.  Polk,  widow  of 
James  G.  Polk,  late  a  Representative  from 
the  State  of  Ohio,  $22,500. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  88,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  pro¬ 
posed  in  said  amendment,  insert  “$416,500.” 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  concur  in  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  House  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  1,  7,  38,  71,  and 
88. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Arizona. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mi-.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  a  table  on  the 
second  supplemental  appropriation  bill 
which  reflects  by  each  appropriation 
item  the  amount  approved  by  the  House, 
the  amount  approved  by  the  Senate,  and 
the  amount  agreed  to  in  conference. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 


The  2d  supplemental  appropriation  hill,  1959  (H.R.  5916 ) 


Budget  estimate 

House  bill 

Senate  bill 

Conference  action 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Title  I 

Argieultural  Research  Service: 

$100, 000 

$ioo, ooo 

(8,  390, 110) 

($7,  560,  500) 

(8, 206,  210) 

($7, 881, 500) 
(776, 927) 
(554,  000) 

(785.  082) 

- (768, 827) 

(785,  082) 

(591,  950) 

(554, 000) 

(3,  062,  700) 

(554, 000) 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service: 

626,  000 

(3, 327,  278) 

(3, 162,  700) 

(3,  112,  700) 

(1,  275,  000) 
(308,  750) 

(1,  275,  000) 

(1,  275, 000) 
(286,  200) 

(286,  200) 

(286,  200) 

Commodity  Stabilization  Service:  Acreage  allotments  and  marketing  quotas:  Limitation  on  ad- 

(506,  200) 

(456,  900) 

(506,  200) 

(481,600) 

(2,  375,  000) 

(2,  375,  000) 

(2, 000,  000) 

Special  activities:  Reimbursement  to  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for  special  activities - 

1,  336,  754.  811 
(4,  669,  000) 

L  336,  754,  811 
(4. 202,  000) 

1,  336,  754, 811 
(4,  202,  000) 

1,336,754,811 
(4,  202,  000) 

(77.  000) 

(71, 100) 

(77,  000) 

(74,000) 

Forest  Service: 

8,  500,  000 

7,  956,  800 

11,  000,  000 

8,  228.  400 

(5,  432,  200) 

(5,  432,  200) 

(5,  432,  200) 

(5,  432,  200) 

500, 000 

Total,  title  I,  Department  of  Agriculture _ _ - - - 

1,  345,  980,  811 

1,344,  711,611 

1, 348, 354,  811 

1,344.  983,211 

Title  II — Increased  Pay  Costs 

(42,  000) 

(37,  800) 

(42, 000) 

(39,  900) 

Soil  Conservation  Service:  Conservation  operations  (by  transfer) . - . . . 

(6,  424,  000) 
(257,  800) 

(5.  781,  600) 
(232,  020) 

(6, 424, 000) 

.  (232, 020) 

(6, 102, 800) 
(232,  020) 

(68,  000) 

(61,  200) 

(65, 800) 

(63,  51X1) 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation:  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation  fund:  Limitation  upon 

(330,  000) 

(297,  000) 

(297, 000) 

(297, 000) 

(613,  000) 

(551,700) 

-  (613, 000) 

(582, 300) 

(2, 210,  500) 

(1,989, 450) 

(2, 210.  500) 

(2, 100, 000) 

(267,  500) 

(240,  750) 

(240,  750) 

(240,  750) 

(207,  505) 

(180,  755) 

(186,  755) 

(186,  755) 

Library:  Salaries  and  expenses  (by  transfer) _ _ _ 

(62, 600) 

(56,  340) 

(62,  600) 

(59,  600) 

Total  title  II  (by  transfer) . . . . . . . . . 

(10,  482, 905) 

(9, 434,  615) 

(10,  374, 425) 

(9, 904,  525) 

Total,  Department  of  Agriculture . . - . - . . 

1, 345, 980,  811 

1,344,711,  611 

1,  348,  354,  811 

1,344, 983,211 

No.  77 - 5 
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FUNDS  APPROPRIATED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 
Title  I 


Mutual  security:  Development  Loan  Fund . . . . . 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Title  I 

Maritime  activities: 

Ship  construction:  Increased  limitation - - - - 

Operating-differential  subsidies - . - 

State  marine  schools - 

Salaries  and  expenses - - - 

Patent  Office:  Salaries  and  expenses . . . . . 

National  Bureau  of  Standards:  Construction  of  laboratories - - . - - 

Total,  title  I,  Commerce . . 

Title  II— Increased  Pay  Costs 

General  administration:  Salaries  and  expenses . . . 

Bureau  of  the  Census: 

Salaries  and  expenses _ _ _ 

1958  censuses  of  business,  manufactures,  and  mineral  industries - 

18th  Decennial  Census - - - - - - 

Census  of  governments - - — - - - - 

Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey:  Salaries  and  expenses - - - - 

Business  and  Defense  Services  Administration:  Salaries  and  expenses - 

Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce: 

Salaries  and  expenses - - - - - - - 

Export  control _ _ _ 

Office  of  Business  Economics:  Salaries  and  expenses - - - - - 

Maritime  activities:  Maritime  training - - - 

Bureau  of  Public  Roads:  Limitation  on  general  administrative  expenses - 

National  Bureau  of  Standards: 

Expenses _ _ _ _ — 

Plant  and  equipment... - - - - - - - - 

Weather  Bureau:  Salaries  and  expenses - - - - - 

General  provision . . . . — . 

Total,  title  II,  Commerce . . 

Total,  Department  of  Commerce . . . . . . 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— CIVIL  FUNCTIONS 

Title  I 

Department  of  the  Army: 

Cemeterial  expenses:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 

Rivers  and  harbors  and  flood  control:  Construction,  general _ 

Administration,  Ryukyu  Islands:  Construction  of  power  systems - - - 

Total,  title  I,  civil  functions _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Title  II — Increased  Pay  Costs 

Department  of  the  Army: 

Rivers  and  harbors  and  flood  control: 

Operation  and  maintenance,  general _ 

General  expenses: 

Appropriation _ 

Transfer _ _ _ 

U.S.  Soldiers’  Home:  Limitation  on  operation  and  maintenance  and  capital  outlay. 

Administration,  Ryukyu  Islands:  Salaries  and  expenses.. - - 

The  Panama  Canal:  Canal  Zone  Government,  operating  expenses _ 

Panama  Canal  Company  fund:  Limitation  on  general  and  administrative  expenses. 

Total,  title  II,  civil  functions _ _ _ 

Total,  Department  of  Defense,  civil  functions - - - - - 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— MILITARY  FUNCTIONS 

Title  I 


Interservice  activities:  Retired  pay . ... 

Department  of  the  Army: 

Military  personnel  (1956) _ 

Military  personnel  (1957) _ _ _ 

Operation  and  maintenance _ 

Army  National  Guard  (1958) _ 

Army  National  Guard _ 

Department  of  the  Navy: 

Military  personnel.  Navy _ 

Aircraft  and  facilities _ 

Ships  and  facilities _ 

Ordnance  and  facilities _ 

Medical  care  (1958) _ 

Medical  care _ _ _ 

Civil  engineering _ 

Servicewide  supply  and  finance _ 

Servicewide  operations _ , _ 

Department  of  the  Air  Force:  Military  personnel 
General  provisions _ 


Budget  estimate 

House  bill 

Senate  bill 

Conference  action 

$225, 000, 000 

$100, 000, 000 

$200, 000, 000 

$150, 000, 000 

(700, 000) 
10,  000, 000 
35,000 
805,  500 

1,  835, 000 
19,  793 

(650, 000) 
5,  000, 000 
35,000 
723,  450 

1,  651,  500 

(700, 000) 
10, 000, 000 
35,000 
723, 450 

1,  683,  000 
19,  793 

(675, 000) 
7, 500, 000 
35,000 
723,  450 

1, 667,  300 
19,  793 

12,  695,  293 

7, 409,  950 

12, 461,  243 

9,945,543 

226, 000 

203,  400 

203, 400 

203,  400 

667,  000 
451,000 
390,000 
32,  000 
739,000 
603,  800 

600,  300 
405,  900 
351,000 
28,  800 
665, 100 
543,  420 

600,  300 
405,  900 
351,  000 
28,  800 
665, 100 
543, 420 

600,  300 
405,930 
351,0)0 
28,800 
665,  000 
643,  420 

214,  750 
126,  000 
102,  000 
130,  500 
(1, 535, 000) 

193,  275 
113,400 
91,800 
117, 450 
(1, 381,  500) 

193,  275 
113,  400 
91,800 
117, 450 
(1, 381,  500) 

193, 275 
113,  400 
91,800 
117, 450 
(1, 381,  500) 

1, 061,  000 
35,50(1 
2, 794,  000 

954, 900 
31, 950 
2,  514,  COO 
(900,  000) 

954,  900 
31, 950 
2,  514,  600 
(833, 075) 

954,  900 
31,  950 

2, 514,  600 
(416, 500) 

7,  572,  550 

6, 815, 295 

6, 815, 295 

6, 815, 295 

20,  267, 843 

14, 225, 245 

19, 276,  538 

16,  760,  838 

535, 000 
5,  000, 000 
10,  000,  000 

521,  500 
5, 000, 000 

535, 000 
5, 000,  000 

535, 000 
5,000,000 

15,  535,  000 

5,521,500 

5, 535,  000 

5,  535,  000 

1, 138,  000 

1, 024,  200 

1, 138,  000 

1,081,100 

1, 046,  000 

941,  400 

1,  046,  000 
(50,  000) 
(239,  000) 
32,  000 
1, 126,  400 
(346,  400) 

1,  018,  700 

(239,  000) 
32,000 
1, 126,  400 
(346,  400) 

(215, 100) 
28,800 
1,  013,  760 
(311,  760) 

(230,  000) 
30,  400 

1,  070, 100 
(329, 100) 

3,  342,  400 

3,  008, 160 

3,  342,  400 

3,  200, 300 

18,  877,  400 

8,  529,  660 

8,  877,  400 

8,  735,  300 

5,  000,  000 

7, 100,  000 
7,  900,  000 
42, 400,  000 
3,  065,  000 

38, 160,  000 
3,  065,  000 
10,  300,  000 

33,  061,  500 
18,  000.  000 
IS,  000,  000 
3,  822,  000 

39,  900,  000 

3,  065,  000 
13, 200,  000 

36,  735,  000 
18,  624,  900 
20,  000,  000 

4,  246,  000 

39,  030,  000 
3,  065,  000 
11,  000,  000 

34,  898, 200 
18, 312,  500 
19,  000,  000 
4, 098,  700 

36,  735, 000 
20,  000,  000 
20.  000,  000 

4,  246,  000 
9, 050,  000 
8, 100,  000 
3, 732,  000 

16,  313,  000 

5,  726,  000 
27,  828, 0)0 
Language 

8, 100,  000 
3, 330,  000 
14, 682,  000 
5, 153,  000 
18, 728, 000 
Language 

8, 100,  000 
3,  732,  000 
16,  313,  000 
5,  685,  600 
18,  728,  000 
Language 

8, 100,  000 

3.  564,  400 
15, 497,  500 
5, 419,  300 
18,  728,  000 
Language 

217, 195. 000 

174, 401,  500 

188,  329,  500 

180, 713,  6)0 

Total,  title  I,  Department  of  Defense,  military  functions. 


1959 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 

The  2d  supplemental  appropriation  hill,  1959  (II. R.  5916 ) — Continued 


7281 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— MILITARY  FUNCTIONS — Continued 


Budget  estimate 


House  bill 


Senate  bill 


Conference  action 


Title  II— Increased  Pay  Costs 


Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense: 

Salaries  and  expenses _ 

Office  of  Public  Affairs,  salaries  and  expenses . . 

intcrservice  activities:  Court  of  Military  Appeals _ 

Department  of  the  Army: 

Research  and  development . . . . 

Alaska  Communications  System,  operation  and  maintenance. 
Department  of  the  Navy: 

Navy  personnel,  general  expenses _ ; _ _ _ _ 

Research  and  development . . . 

Department  of  the  Air  Force: 

Research  and  development _ 

Operation  and  maintenance _ 

Air  National  Guard _ - . . . . 

Total,  title  II,  Department  of  Defense,  military  functions... 

Total,  Department  of  Defense,  military  functions . 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 


$1, 050, 000 
35,  000 
28,  000 

9, 100,  000 
176,  000 

2,  030,  000 
9,  994,  000 

9, 810, 000 
69, 000. 000 
2, 162, 000 


103,  985, 000 


321, 180, 000 


$945,  000 
31,  500 
25,200 

8, 190,  000 
158,  400 

2, 367,  000 
8,  994,  600 

8,  829, 000 
62, 100, 000 
1, 945, 800 


93, 586, 500 


267, 988, 000 


$945, 000 
31,  500 
25,  200 

9, 100,  000 
176,  000 

2,  630,  000 
9, 994,  000 

8,  829,  000 
69,  000,  000 
1, 945,  800 


102,  676,  600 


291, 006, 000 


$945,  000 
31,  500 
25,  200 

8,  645,  000 
167,  200 

2,  498,  500 

9,  494,  300 

8, 829, 000 
65,  550, 000 
1, 945,  800 


98, 131.500 


278,  845, 100 


Title  I 


Federal  funds:  Federal  payment  to  District  of  Columbia . . 

District  of  Columbia  funds: 

Operating  expenses: 

Department  of  General  Administration _ _ 

Department  of  Occupations  and  Professions _ _ 

Public  schools - - - 

Public  Library _ 

Metropolitan  Police _ . _ 

Fire  Department _ 

Department  of  Corrections _ _ _ 

Department  of  Public  Welfare _ 

Miscellaneous: 

Settlements  of  claims  and  suits _ _ _ _ _ _ : 

Judgments . . - . . . 

Audited  claims _ , _ _ _ _ _ 

Total,  District  of  Columbia  funds . . 

Title  II — Increased  Pay  Costs 


9, 000, 000 


5, 000, 00Q. 


8, 100, 000 


5, 000, 000 


(550,  000) 
(26,  200) 
(4,  295,  668) 
(190,  300) 
(2,  616,  800) 
(1,  200,  300) 
(326, 100) 
(1,  012, 200) 


(456,  750) 
(20,  450) 
(4,  295,  068) 
(152,  050) 
(2,  616,  800) 
(1,  200,  300) 
(264,  600) 
(750,  700) 


(456,  750) 
(26,  200) 
(4;  095,  668) 
(152,  050) 
(2,  616,  800) 
(1, 200,  300) 
(264,  600) 
(1, 012, 200) 


(456,  750) 
(23, 300) 
(4,  095,  668) 
(152,  050) 
(2,  616,  800) 
(1,  200,  300) 
(264,  600) 
(1,  000, 000) 


(24, 131) 
(118,  285) 
(147,  484) 


(20, 197) 
(30,  219) 
(147, 484) 


(24, 131) 
(118, 285) 
(147, 484) 


(24,131) 
(118,  285) 
(147, 484) 


(10,  507,  468) 


(9,  955, 218) 


(10,114,468) 


(10, 099, 368) 


(Out  of  District  of  Columbia  iunds) 

Operating  expenses: 

Executive  office . . _ _ _ _ - . 

Office  of  Corporation  Counsel.. . r - - 

Regulatory  agencies _ 

Recreation  Department _ _ _ _ _ 

Department  of  Veterans’  Affairs . . ..... 

Office  of  Civil  Defense _ x _ 

Department  of  Vocational  Rehabilitation - - 

Courts _ 

Department  of  Public  Health _ ^ - - - - - 

Department  of  Buildings  and  Grounds _ _ _ 

Office  of  Surveyor _ 

Department  of  Licenses  and  Inspections _ 

Department  of  Highways _ _ _ _ _ 

Department  of  Vehicles  and  Traffic _ / _ 

Department  of  Sanitary  Engineering _ 

Washington  aqueduct _ _ _ 1 _ 

National  Guard _ 

National  Capital  parks _ 

National  Zoological  Park _ _ _ 

Total,  title  II,  District  of  Columbia _ 

Total,  District  of  Columbia . . . . 


(36, 300) 
(52,  520) 
(96,  812) 
(173,  200) 
(9, 000) 
(6,  200) 
(15,  200) 
(327,  000) 
(1,937,000) 
(140, 100) 
(11,  000) 
(100,  700) 
(346, 000) 
(83,  200) 
(1,  213, 000) 
(128, 000) 
(11,  000) 
(247, 900) 
(67,  700) 


(5,  061,  832) 


(15,509,300) 


(27,  225) 
39, 390) 
72, 609) 
(129,  900) 
6,  750) 
4,050) 
(11,  400) 
(245,  250) 
(1,409,775) 
(105,  075) 
(8,  250) 
(120,  525) 
(259,  500) 
(62,  400) 
(1,  213, 000) 
(96, 000) 
(8,  250) 
(185,  925) 
(50,  775) 


(4, 056, 649) 


(14,011,867) 


27,  225) 
39,  390) 
(72, 609) 
(173,  200) 
(6,  750) 
(4, 650) 

(11.400) 
,  (245,  250) 
(1, 937,  000) 

(105, 075) 
(8,250) 
(120,  525) 
(279,  500) 

(76. 400) 
(1,  213, 000) 

(96, 000) 
(8,  250) 
(247, 900) 
(60,  775) 


(4,  733, 149) 


(14,847,617) 


(27,  225) 
(39, 390) 
(72, 109) 
(151,  500) 
(6,  750) 
(4, 650) 

(11. 400) 
(245,  250) 

(1,  809,  775) 
(105,  075) 
(8,  250) 
(120,  525) 
(269,  500) 

(69.400) 
(1,  213,000) 

(96,  000) 
(8,  250) 
(216, 900) 
(55, 800) 


(4, 531, 249) 


(14,  630, 617) 


EXECUTIVE  OFFICE  OF  THE  PRESIDENT 


Title  I 


Office  of  Civil  and  Defense  Mobilization:  Federal  contributions  (by  transfer) 

Title  II— Increased  Pay  Costs 


(3, 000, 000) 


The  White  House  Office:  Salaries  and  expenses  (by  transfer) . . . . . 

Executive  Mansion  and  Grounds:  Executive  mansion  and  grounds..... _ 

Bureau  of  the  Budget:  Salaries  and  expenses _ _ 

Council  of  Economio  Advisers:  Salaries  and  expenses _ . _ 

National  Security  Council:  Salaries  and  expenses _ _ _ * _ 

Total,  title  H,  Executive  Office  of  the  President . . . . . . 

Total,  Executive  Office  of  the  President _ 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 


(170, 030) 
34, 000 
384.  000 
20,  000 
66, 000 


504, 000 


(170,030) 
34,  000 
345,  600 
18,  000 
59,400 


457,  000 


(170,  030) 
34,  000 
345,  600 
18,  000 
59,  400 


457,  000 


(170,  030) 
34, 000 
345, 600 
18,  000 
59, 400 


457,  000 


504,  000 


457,  000 


457,  000 


457,  000 


Title  I 


Food  and  Drug  Administration:  Salaries  and  expenses — . . . 

Office  of  Education: 

Defense  educational  activities _ _ _ _ 

Payments  to  school  districts _ . _ 

Assistance  for  school  construction. _ 1 - 

Salaries  and  expenses _ 

Public  Health  Service: 

Assistance  to  States,  general . . . . . . . . 

Hospitals  and  medical  care  (S.  Doc,  20) _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Construction  of  Indian  health  facilities _ 

Construction  of  surgical  facilities  (S.  Doc.  20) _ _ _ _ _ 

Social  Security  Administration: 

Limitation  on  salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Old-Age  and  Survivors  Insurance. 

Limitation  on  construction,  Bureau  of  Old-Age  and  Survivors  Insurance - 

Grants  to  States  for  public  assistance _ 

Grants  to  States  for  maternal  and  child  welfare - - - - 


1, 150, 000 
75,  300,  000 


1,  067,  000 

800,  000 
384,  000 
1, 886,  000 
370,  000 

(34,  401,  000) 
(1,  210,  000) 
168,  400,  000 
1,  500,  000 


1, 072, 000 

75,  300,  000 
20,  O'OO,  000 
24,  600,  000 
841,  000 

750,  000 


1,  700,  000 


(32, 090, 000) 
(1,  210,  000) 
151,  560,  000 
1,  500,  000 


1, 150,  000 

75,  300,  000 
20,  000,  000 
24,  600,  000 
841,  000 

750,  000 


1, 886,  000 

370,  000 

(32, 090,  000) 
(1,  210.  000) 
181,  560,  000 
1,  500,  000 


1, 117,000 

75,  300,  000 
20,  000,  000 
24,  600,  000 
841,  000 

750,  000 


1,  886,  000 

335, 000 

(32, 090, 000) 
(1, 210, 000) 
151,  560,  000 
1,  500,  000 
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May  lit 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE— Continued 

Title  I— Continued 

Office  of  the  Secretary: 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  Field  Administration . . 

By  transfer _ _ _ 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel - 

By  transfer - - - - - - - - 

White  House  Council  on  Aging.. - - - - - - - 

St.  Elizabeths  Hospital:  Salaries  and  expenses  (S.  Doc.  20). . . . 

Total,  title  I,  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare . . 

Title  H — Increased  Pay  Costs 

Freedmen’s  Hospital:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 

Office  of  Vocational  Rehabilitation:  Salaries  and  expenses . . . 

Public  Health  Service: 

Control  of  tuberculosis  (by  transfer) - - — 

Communicable  disease  activities _ 

Sanitary  engineering  activities  (by  transfer) _ 

Salaries  and  expenses,  hospital  construction  (by  transfer) _ 

Hospital  and  medical  care _ 

Foreign  quarantine  activites _ 

Indian  health  activities _ 

Operations,  National  Library  of  Medicine  (by  transfer) _ 

Salaries  and  expenses  (by  transfer) - - - .... - 

Grants  and  special  studies.  Territory  of  Alaska  (by  transfer) _ .' _ 

St.  Elizabeths  Hospital:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 

Social  Security  Administration: 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Public  Assistance _ 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Children’s  Bureau . . . . . . . . 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  the  Commissioner _ _ _ 

By  transfer _ 

Office  of  the  Secretary: 

Salaries  and  expenses _ _ _ _ _ . — 

By  transfer _ 

Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund;  surplus  property  utilization _ 

Total,  title  H,  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare _ _ 

Total,  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare.. . i . . . 

INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 

Tit  le  I 


Alaska  International  Rail  and  Highway  Commission:  Salaries  and  expenses . . 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board:  Payments  to  air  carriers . . . . . . . . . 

Civil  Service  Commission: 

Salaries  and  expenses _ _ _ 

Investigations  of  U.S.  citi-ens  for  employment  by  international  organizations _ 

Annuities,  Panama  Canal  construction  employees  and  Lighthouse  Service  widows _ 

Commission  on  International  Rules  of  Judicial  Procedure:  Salaries  and  expenses . . . 

Federal  Aviation  Agency:  Grants-in-aid  for  airports  (liquidation  of  contract  authorization)  (S.  Doe. 

20) . . . . . . . . . 

General  Services  Administration: 

Refimds  under  Renegotiation  Act  (S.  Doc.  20) _ 

Expenses,  supply  distribution _ 

General  supply  fund... _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  Administrator _ _ 

Historical  and  memorial  commissions: 

Civil  War  Centennial  Commission _ 

Corregidor-Bataan  Memorial  Commission _ _ _ 

National  Mediation  Board:  Arbitration  and  emergency  boards  (S.  Doc.  20) _ 

Outdoor  Recreation  Resources  Review  Commission _ 

Railroad  Retirement  Board:  Limitation  on  salaries  and  expenses _ 

River  Basin  Study  Commission  for  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Alabama,  and  Florida. _ .• _ 

River  Basin  Study  Commission  for  Texas _ _ _ 

Veterans’  Administration: 

General  operating  expenses _ _ ; _ _ 

Inpatient  care _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Inpatient  care  (S.  Doc.  20) _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Outpatient  care _ _ _ 

Compensation  and  pensions _ 


Total,  title  I,  Independent  Offices. _ 

v 

Title  II— Increased  Pay  Costs 


American  Battle  Monuments  Commission:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 

Commission  on  Civil  Rights:  Salaries  and  expenses _ _ 

Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington:  Limitation  on  administrative  expenses _ * _ 

Federal  Aviation  Agency: 

Expenses.... . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Resoarch  and  development . . . . . . . . . 

Operation  and  maintenance,  Washington  National  Airport _ 

Operation  and  maintenance  of  public  airports.  Territory  of  Alaska _ 

Federal  Communications  Commission:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board: 

Limitation  on  administrative  expenses _ _ _ 

Limitation  on  nonadministrative  expenses  for  the  examination  of  Federal  and  State  chartered 

institutions _ f _ _ _ 

Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corporation _ 

Federal  Mediation  and  Conciliation  Service:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 

Federal  Power  Commission:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 

Federal  Trade  Commission:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 

Foreign  Claims  Settlement  Commission:  Salaries  and  expenses _ _ _ _ _ 

By  transfer _ 

General  Accounting  Office:  Salaries  and  expenses _ _ * _ 

General  Services  Administration: 

Operating  expenses,  Public  Buildings  Service _ 

Operating  expenses,  Federal  Supply  Service . . . . . . 

Increase  in  amount  which  may  be  deposited  to  credit  of  this  appropriation _ 

Operating  expenses,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service _ 

Operating  expenses,  Transportation  and  Public  Utilities  Service _ _ _ _ _ 

Abaca  fiber  program:  Limitation  on  administrative  expenses _ _ 

Federal  Facilities  Corporation:  Limitation  on  administrative  expenses _ 

Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  liquidation  fund:  Limitation  on  administrative  expenses.. 


Budget  estimate 

House  bill 

Senate  bill 

Conference  action 

$199,  000 

$199,  000 

$199, 000 

$199, 000 

(161, 000) 

(151,  200) 

(151, 200) 

(151,  200) 

57,  000 

55,400 

55, 400 

55,  400 

(55, 000) 

(53,  400) 

(53,  400) 

(53,  400) 

846,  000 

790, 000 

844, 000 

844,  0i0 

43,000 

43,  000 

35,  000 

252,002,000 

278, 367, 400 

279, 098, 400 

279, 022,  400 

136,  500 

116,  000 

136,  500 

130,  000 

115,  000 

115,  000 

115,000 

115,  000 

(115,000) 

(115,000) 

(115,000) 

(115,  000) 

290, 000 

290, 000 

290,  000 

290, 000 

(441,000) 

(441, 000) 

(441,000) 

(441, 000) 

(35, 000) 

(35, 000) 

(35, 000) 

(35,  000) 

2, 170, 000 

2, 170,  000 

2, 170,  000 

2, 170, 000 

240, 000 

240, 000 

240, 000 

240,  000 

1,854,000 

1, 854, 000 

1, 854,  000 

1, 854,  000 

(111,000) 

(111,000) 

(111,000) 

(111,000) 

(406, 000) 

(406,  000) 

(406, 000) 

(406, 000) 

(23, 500) 

(23,  500) 

(23,  500) 

(23,  500) 

221,000 

221,  000 

221,000 

221,  000 

186, 500 

186,  500 

186,500 

186,  500 

172, 000 

172, 000 

172, 000 

172,  000 

28, 000 

28, 000 

28, 000 

28,000 

(22,  500) 

(22,  500) 

(22,  500) 

(22,  500) 

162,  000 

162,  000 

162,  000 

162,  000 

(24,  000) 

(24,  000) 

(24,  000) 

(24,  000) 

55,  000 

55,  000 

55,000 

55,000 

5,  630, 000 

5,  609,  500 

5,  630,  000 

6,  623.  500 

257.  632,  000 

283, 976, 900 

284,  728,  400 

284,  645,  900 

r 

200,  000 

200,  000 

200,  000 

18,  085,  000 

12,  000,  000 

16, 189,  000 

14,  094,  500 

1,  800,  000 

1,  491,  500 

1, 730, 000 

1,  587,  200 

143,  000 

100,  000 

100,  000 

100,  000 

270,  000 

270,  000 

270,  000 

270,  000 

76,000 

25,  000 

50,000 

25,000 

20,  000,  000 

20,  000, 000 

18,  000, 000 

i,  400,  000 

1,  400,  000 

1,  400,  000 

1,  877,  000 

1,582,000 

1,  582,  000 

1,  582,  000 

15,  000.  000 

10,  000,  000 

15,  000.  000 

15,  C03,  000 

73,  600 

72,240 

72,  240 

72,  240 

23,  492 

23,  492 

23,  492 

46,  000 

100,  000 

100,  000 

90,  000 

350,  000 

100,  000 

100,  000 

100,  000 

(1,  027,  000) 

(924,  300) 

(924,  300) 

(924,  300) 

100,  000 

80, 000 

100,  000 

100.  000 

150, 000 

120, 000 

120,  000 

120,  000 

13,  438,  000 

12, 180,  000 

12, 180,  000 

12, 180,  000 

48,  651,  000 

47, 455,  000 

48,  651, 000 

48,  661, 000 

6,  934,  000 

6, 934, 000 

6,  934,  000 

6,  934, 000 

52,  500,  000 

52,  500, 000 

52,  500,  000 

62,  500, 000 

181,  216,  092 

144,  909,  740 

177, 301, 732 

173, 029,  432 

20,  000 

IS,  000 

18,  000 

18, 000 

516,  000 

404,  400 

516,  000 

490.  200 

30,  000 

27,  000 

27, 000 

27,-000 

(160,  000) 

(144,  000) 

(160,  000) 

-  (152, 000) 

17, 138,  000 

15,  424,  200 

17, 138, 000 

16, .281, 100 

330,  000 

297,  000 

297.  000 

297, 0C0 

100,  000 

90,  000 

90,000 

90,000 

28,  .500 

25,  650 

25,  650 

25,  650 

778, 000 

700,  200 

778, 000 

739, 100 

(110,  000) 

(99,  000) 

(99, 000) 

(99, 000) 

(445,  000) 

(400,  500) 

(400,  500) 

(400,  500) 

(34,  000) 

(30,  600) 

(30,  600) 

(30,  600) 

254,  000 

228,  600 

228,  600 

228,  600 

475,  000 

427,  500 

427,  500 

427,  500 

540,  000 

486,  000 

540, 000 

513,  000 

47,  800 

43,  020 

47,  800 

45,  500 

(7,  200) 

(6, 480) 

(7,  200) 

(6,  800) 

2, 245, 000 

2, 020,  600 

2, 020,  500 

2, 020,  500 

4, 434,  400 

3, 189,  960 

4, 079, 960 

4,079, 960 

284, 100 

255,  690 

255,  690 

255, 690 

(148,900) 

(134, 010) 

(134,  010) 

(134,010) 

639,  000 

/  675, 100 

639,  000 

607,  000 

162,  000 

145, 800 

145, 800 

145,  800 

(5,  500) 

(4, 950) 

(4,  950) 

(4,  950) 

(1,800) 

(1,620) 

(1,  620) 

(1,  620) 

(4, 400) 

(3,  960) 

(3,  960) 

(3,  960) 

1959 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 

The  2d  supplemental  appropriation  bill,  1959  ( H.R .  5916 ) — Continued 


7283 


INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 

Title  II— Increased  Pat  Costs— Continued 

Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency: 

Office  of  the  Administrator: 

Salaries  and  expenses _ _ _ _ _ . _ — . 

Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Office  of  the  Administrator,  college  housing  loans.. . 

Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Office  of  the  Administrator,  public  facility  loans _ 

Limitation  on  administrative  expenses.  Office  of  the  Administrator,  revolving  fund . . 

Federal  National  Mortgage  Association:  Limitation  on  administrative  expenses . 

Federal  Housing  Administration: 

Limitation  on  administrative  expenses _ 

Limitation  on  nonadministrative  expenses _ 

Public  Housing  Administration: 

Administrative  expenses . . . . . : . . 

Limitation  on  administrative  expenses. _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration:  Salaries  and  expenses - - - - 

National  Capitol  Planning  Commission:  Salaries  and  expenses _ _ _ _ 

National  Labor  Relations  Board:  Salaries  and  expenses _ _ 

National  Mediation  Board:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 

National  Railroad  Adjustment  Board:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 

Renegotiation  Board:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 

St.  Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Corporation:  Limitation  on  administrative  expenses _ 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission:  Salaries  and  expenses _ _ _ 

■Selective  Service  System:  Salaries  and  expenses _ ' _ 

Small  Business  Administration:  Salaries  and  expenses _ ■. _ 

By  transfer _ 

Smithsonian  Institution: 

Salaries  and  expenses _ 

National  Gallery  of  Art,  salaries  and  expenses - - - 

Tarifl  Commission:  Salaries  and  expenses _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Tax  Court  of  the  United  States:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 

U.S.  Information  Agency:  Salaries  and  expenses . . . . . . . . . 

Veterans’  Administration: 

Medical  administration  and  miscellaneous  operating  expenses _ _ _ 

Maintenance  and  operation  of  supply  depots - - - - - - 

Total,  title  II,  independent  offices . . . . . . 

Total,  independent  offices . . . . . . . . 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Title  I 

Bureau  of  Land  Management:  Management  of  lands  and  resources . . . . 

Management  of  lands  and  resources  (S.  Doc.  20) - - 

Construction  (S.  Doc.  20) _ 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs: 

Road  construction  and  maintenance  (liquidation  of  contract  authorization). . . . 

Payment  to  Standing  Rock  Sioux  Tribe  of  Indians _ _ _ 

Bureau  of  Reclamation:  Loan  program.. _ _ _ _ _ 

National  Park  Service:  Management  and  protection _ _ _ 

(Construction  (S.  Doc.  20)) - - - - - . 

Virgin  Islands  Corporation: 

Revolving  fund _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Loans  to  operating  fund . . . 

Total,  title  I,  Department  of  the  Interior.. . . . . . 

Title  II — Increased  Pat  Costs 

Department  offices: 

Office  of  Saline  Water:  Salaries  and  expenses - - 

Office  of  Oil  and  Gas:  Salaries  and  expenses _ _ _ _ _ .... 

Office  of  the  Solicitor:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 

Office  of  Minerals  Mobilization:  Salaries  and  expenses _ _ _ _ _ 

Commission  of  Fine  Arts:  Salaries  and  expenses _ _ _ _ _ 

Bonneville  Power  Administration:  Operations  and  maintenance _ _ 

Southwestern  Power  Administration:  Operation  and  maintenance _ _ _ 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs:  '  , 

Resources  management _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

By  transfer _ _ _ _ 

General  administrative  expenses _ _ _ _ _ 

Bureau  of  Reclamation: 

Operation  and  maintenance _ _ 

General  administrative  expenses _ _ _ _ _ 

Geological  Survey:  Surveys,  investigations,  and  research _ _ _ _ 

Bureau  of  Mines: 

Conservation  and  development  ol  mineral  resources _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

By  transfer _ _ _ _ 

Health  and  safety _ _ _ « - 

General  administrative  expenses _ _ _ 

National  Park  Service: 

Maintenance  and  rehabilitation  of  physical  facilities _ 

General  administrative  expenses . . . . . . . . . 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service: 

Office  of  the  Commissioner,  Fish  and  Wildlife,  salaries  and  expenses . . . 

Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries: 

Management  and  investigations  of  resources - - - 

General  administrative  expenses . . . 

Bureau  of  Commercial  Fisheries: 

Management  and  investigations  of  resources . . . . . . . 

General  administrative  expenses _ ! _ 

Office  of  Territories:  Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands _ 

Virgin  Islands  Corporation:  Limitation  on  administrative  expenses.-. . . . 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 


Budget  estimate 

House  bill 

Senate  bill 

Conference  action 

* 

$720, 000 

$648, 000 

$720, 000 

$684, 000 

(48, 000) 

(43, 200) 

(43,  200) 

(43,  200) 

(36, 000) 

(32,  400) 

(36,  000) 

(34,  200) 

(53, 000) 

(47,  700) 

(53, 000) 

(50,  909) 

(150, 000) 

(135, 000) 

(135, 000) 

(135, 000) 

(570, 000) 

(513, 000) 

(570,  000) 

(541,  500) 

(3,  035, 000) 

(2,  731,  500) 

(3,  035, 000) 

(3,  035, 000) 

860,  000 

774, 000 

774. 000 

774,  000 

(860,  000) 

(774,  000) 

(774, 000) 

(774,  000) 

1, 524,  000 

1,  371,  600 

1, 524,  000 

1,  447,  800 

3,  354,  000 

3, 018,  600 

3, 354, 000 

3, 180, 300 

20, 000 

18, 000 

18,  000 

18,  000 

174,  000 

156, COO 

156,  600 

156,  600 

24,  500 

22, 050 

22,  050 

22,  050 

27, 500 

24,  750 

24,  750 

24,  750 

195, 000 

175,  600 

175,  500 

175,  500 

(15,  000) 

(13.  500) 

(15,000) 

(14,  200) 

637, 000 

573,  300 

637, 000 

605, 000 

2, 165,  000 

1,  948, 500 

2, 165, 000 

2,056,800 

250,  000 

225, 000 

225, 000 

225,  000 

(772,  000) 

(694,  800) 

(694, 800) 

(694,  800) 

200,000 

180, 000 

180, 000 

180,  000 

129, 000 

116, 000 

116, 100 

116, 100 

157,  000 

141,300 

157,  000 

149, 100 

45,  000 

40,  500 

40,  500 

40,  500 

3,  397, 000 

3, 057,  300 

3f290,  225 

3, 173,  800 

807, 000 

726,  300 

726,  300 

726,  300 

163,000 

146,  700 

146,  700 

146,  700 

42,  870,  800 

37, 782,  720 

41,  727,  225 

40, 199, 900 

224, 086,  892 

182,  692,  460 

219, 028,  957 

213,  229,  332 

3,814,000 

3,682,600 

3, 787, 600 

3, 735, 100 

(100, 000) 

(100, 000) 

(100,  000) 

1,000,000 

1, 000, 000 

1,000,000 

1,000, 000 

1,000,  000 

6, 960. 000 

6,  960, 000 

6, 960, 000 

6,  960,  000 

4,  860,  000 

4, 860,  000 

4, 860, 000 

4,  860,  000 

1,  388,  500 

1, 270,  000 

1, 388,  500 

1,329,200 

537,  768 

650, 000 

850,000 

125,000 

125, 000 

125, 000 

21,060,268 

16, 897, 600 

19, 121, 100 

18, 009, 300 

14,400 

12,  960 

12,  960 

12,960 

^  36, 000 

32,  4C0 

36,000 

34,  200 

254,000 

228.  600 

254,  000 

241,300 

14,  000 

12,609 

12,  600 

12,600 

2,  800 

2,  520 

2,800 

2,700 

418.  000 

376,  200 

376,  200 

376,  200 

62,500 

56,250 

56, 250 

56,  250 

525,  000 

472,  500 

525.  000 

498,  700 

(400,  000) 

(360,  000) 

(400,  000) 

(380,  000) 

265,  000 

238,  500 

265,  000 

251,800 

924,  000 

831,  600 

831,  600 

831,  600 

360,  600 

324,  540 

360,  600 

342,  600 

3,  235.  000 

2, 911,  500 

3,  235,  000 

3,  073,  200 

350,  000 

315,  000 

350,  000 

332,  500 

(1, 306, 000) 

(1, 175,  400) 

(1,  306,  000) 

(1,  240,  700) 

487,  000 

438,  300 

187,  000 

462,  700 

102,  000 

91,  800 

102,  000 

96,900 

318, 100 

286,290 

318, 100 

302, 100 

104,  500 

94, 050 

104,500 

99, 300 

27,000 

24,300 

24,  300 

24,300 

790, 000 

711,  000 

790,000 

750, 050 

60,  500 

54,  450 

60,  500 

57,  500 

355, 000 

319,  500 

319,  500 

319,  500 

15,  000 

13,  500 

13,500 

13,  500 

154,  800 

139,  320 

154,  800 

147, 100 

(12,000) 

(10,  800) 

(10,800) 

(10,800) 

206,600 

185,  940 

200,  940 

200,  940 

9, 081,  800 

8. 173,  620 

8,  893, 150 

8,  540,  950 

30, 142,  068 

25,  071,  220 

28, 014,  250 

26,  550,  2,50 

Total,  title  II,  Department  of  the  Interior 
Total,  Department  of  the  Interior _ 
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Budget  estimate 

House  bill 

Senate  bill 

Conference  action 

THE  JUDICIARY 

Title  I 

Courts  of  appeals,  district  courts,  and  otlier  judicial  services: 

$180, 000 
178, 000 
56,  250 
(82, 100) 
(351,  600) 

$180,  000 
100,000 
8,900 
(82, 100) 
(247, 660) 

$180, 000 
100,000 
8,900 
(82, 100) 
(247, 660) 

$180,000 

100,000 

8,  900 
(82, 100) 
(247,  660) 

Administrative  Office  of  the  U.S.  Courts . - . . . - 

Total,  title  I,  the  Judiciary . . . 

414,  250 

288, 900 

288,  900 

288,  900 

Title  II— Increases  Pay  Costs 

Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States: 

70,  000 
1,200 
465 
38,  680 
28,900 

1,  871,  400 
(67.  900) 

70.  000 
7,200 
465 
38,  680 
28,900 

1,  871.400 
(67,  900) 

70,  000 
7,200 
465 
38,  680 
28,900 

L 871,  400 
(67,  900) 

70,  000 
7,200 
465 
38,  680 
28, 900 
1,871,400 
(67, 900) 

Courtsof  appeals,  district  courts,  and  other  judicial  services:  Salaries  of  supporting  personnel - 

Total,  title  II,  the  Judiciary . . . 

2,  010,  645 

2,  016,  645 

2,  016,  645 

2,  016,  645 

Total,  the  Judiciary . . . - . - . - . . 

2,  424,  895 

2,  305,  545 

2, 305,  545 

2,  305,  545 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Title  I 

Legal  activities  and  general  administration: 

Salaries  and  expenses,  general  legal  activities . . . . - . 

988,  000 
2,  542,  000 
100,  000 
9,  611,  000 

2, 999,  000 
500,  000 

973,  000 
2, 032,  000 
50,  000 
9,  611,  000 

2,  071,  000 
500,  000 

973,  000 
2,  032, 000 
50,  000 
9,  611,  000 

2,  671,  000 
500,000 

973, 000 

2, 032,  000 
50,  000 

9,  611,  000 

2,  671, 000 
500,  000 

Federal  prison  system: 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Prisons - 

Total,  title  I,  Department  of  Justice . . . . . . . - 

Title  II— Increased  Pay  Costs 

Legal  activities  and  general  administration- 

16,  740,  000 

15,  837,  000 

15,  837,  000 

15,  837,  000 

304, 000 
338,  000 
4,  208,  000 

(32,  000) 
(50,000) 
(200,  000) 

304, 000 
338,  000 
4,  208, 000 

(32,  000) 
(50, 000) 
(200, 000) 

304,000 
338,000 
4,  208, 000 

(32, 000) 
(50,  000) 
(200,  000) 

304,000 
338,  000 

4, 208,  000 

(32, 000) 
(50, 000) 
(200, 000) 

Salaries  and  expenses.  Antitrust  Division... - - - - 

Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service-  Salaries  and  expenses . 

Federal  prison  system-  Federal  Prison  Industries,  Inc.- 

Limitation  on  administrative  expenses . . . . . . . 

Limitation  on  vocational  training  expenses. .  .  . . . . . 

Office  of  Alien  Property-  Limitation  on  general  administrative  expenses _ 

Total,  title  II,  Department  of  Justice . . . . . . . . . 

4,  850,  000 

4,  850, 000 

4, 850, 000 

4, 850, 000 

21,  590,  000 

20,  687,  000 

20,  687, 000 

20,  687, 000 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Title  I 

Bureau  of  Labor  Standards:  Salaries  and  expenses. . . . . 

Bureau  of  Employment  Security: 

774, 000 

630,  500 
41,  200,  000 
Language 

720,  600 

572,  800 
40, 000, 000 

729, 000 

630,  500 
40, 000,  000 
Language 

724, 800 

601,  700 
40,  000,  000 
Language 

Unemployment  compensation  for  veterans  and  Federal  employees - 

Total,  title  I,  Department  of  Labor — . . . 

Title  II— Increased  Pay  Costs 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  Salaries  and  expenses . . . . . . 

Office  of  the  Solicitor:  Salaries  and  expenses - -  - - - - - - - - 

Bureau  of  Veterans’  Reemployment  Benefits:  Salaries  and  expenses - ^ _ 

42, 604,  500 

41,  293,  400 

41, 359, 500 

41, 326,  500 

125, 000 
212, 000 
46, 000 
325, 000 

39, 000 
(130, 000) 
257, 000 
(4, 100) 
595,  000 
44,  000 
917,  000 

112,  500 
190, 800 
41, 400 
292,  500 

35, 100 
(117, 000) 
231, 300 
(3,  690) 
535,  500 
39,  600 
825,  300 

125, 000 
212,  000 
46,000 
325,000 

39, 000 
(130, 000) 
257, 000 
(3, 690) 
595, 000 
44,000 
917,  000 

118, 800 
201,  400 
43,  700 
308,  700 

37, 100 
(123,  500) 

244. 100 
(3,  699) 

565,  300 
41,  800 

871. 100 

Bureau  of  Employment  Security: 

Compliance  activities,  Mexican  farm  labor  program . . . .. . . . . . 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Mexican  farm  labor  program  (by  transfer) _ _ _ 

Bureau  of  Employees’  Compensation:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 

Total,  t.lt.lft  TT,  Department.  nf  Uahor  _  _  _ 

2,  560, 000 

2,  304, 000 

2, 560,  000 

2,  432, 000 

45, 164,  500 

43,  597, 400 

43,  919,  500 

43,  758,  500 

LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH 

.  SENATE 

Title  I 

Compensation  nf  Senators 

23, 980 

23,980 
1,  055 

34, 385 

23,  980 
1,055 

34, 385 

Contingent  expenses  of  the  Senate: 

Furniture  _..i 

34, 385 
5,  000 
80,420 

Mail  transportation 

Miscellaneous  items _ _ _  _ 

81,  290 
2,000 
1,780 

81,  290 
2,000 
1,780 

Postage  stamps...  _ _ 

Stationery  (revolving  fund) _ 

1,780 

Total,  title  I,  Senate _  ......  _ ' 

145,  565 

144,  490 

144,  490 
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LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH— Continued 
SENATE— Continued 
Title  II — Increased  Pat  Costs 

Salaries,  officers  and  employees . . . . . . 

Office  of  the  Legislative  Counsel  of  the  Senate _ _ _ _ 

Contingent  expenses  of  the  Senate: 

Legislative  reorganization - 

Senate  policy  committees _ 

Joint  Economic  Committee _ _ 

Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy . . . . . 

Joint  Committee  on  Printing _ _ _ 

Vice  President’s  automobile _ _ _ 

Automobile  for  the  President  pro  tempore _ 

Automobiles  for  the  majority  and  minority  leaders _ _ 

Reporting  Senate  proceedings _ 

Inquiries  and  investigations _ _ _ _ _ 

Folding  documents _ : _ 

Joint  Committee  on  Reduction  of  Nonessential  Federal  Expenditures. 

Total,  Senate,  title  II _ _ _ _ 

Total,  Senate . . . . . . . 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Title  I 

Payments  to  beneficiaries  of  deceased  members. . . . . . . 

Contingent  expenses  of  the  House: 

Reporting  hearings,  1958 _ _ _ 

Postage  stamps _ _ _ _ — . . . . 

Total,  title  I,  House  of  Representatives... _ _ _ 

Title  II — Increased  Pat  Costs 


Salaries,  officers  and  employees . . <. . . . . . 

Members’  clerk  hire _ _ _ L _ 

Contingent  expenses  of  the  House: 

Furniture _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - . - . — . . 

Miscellaneous  items _ _ _ _ 

Special  and  select  committees _ 

Joint  Committee  on  Internal  Revenue  Taxation _ _ _ 

Office  of  the  Coordinator  of  Information _ _ _ 

Folding  documents _ _ _ 

Revision  of  laws _ _ _ 

Speaker’s  automobile _ _ _ _ _ 

Majority  leader’s  automobile _ _ _ 

Minority  leader’s  automobile . . . . . 

Total,  title  II,  House  of  Representatives . . . . . . . 

Total,  House  of  Representatives . . . . . . 

ARCHITECT  OF  THE  CAPITOL 

Title  I 

Extension  of  the  Capitol  (S.  Doc.  20) . . . . . 

Additional  office  building  for  the  U.S.  Senate: 

Furniture  and  furnishings,  additional  Senate  Office  Building  (S.  Doc.  20) _ 

Construction  and  equipment  of  additional  Senate  Office  Building  (S.  Doc.  20) _ 

Total,  title  I,  Architect  of  the  Capitol _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

OTHER  LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH  ITEMS 

Title  II — Increased  Pay  Costs 

Capitol  Police:  Capitol  Police  Board. . . . . . 

Education  of  Senate  and  House  pages _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Architect  of  the  Capitol:  Office  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  salaries _ 

Capitol  buildings  and  grounds: 

Capitol  buildings _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ — . . . 

Capitol  grounds _ 

Legislative  garage _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

House  office  buildings _ _ 

Library  buildings  and  grounds:  Structural  and  mechanical  care _ 

Botanic  Garden:  Salaries  and  expenses . . . . . . . . . r: 

Library  of  Congress: 

Salaries  and  expenses _ 

Copyright  Office:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 1 . . 

Legislative  Reference  Service:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 

Distribution  of  catalog  cards:  Salaries  and  expenses . . . . 

Books  for  the  blind:  Salaries  and  expenses.. _ _ _ _ 

Organizing  and  microfilming  the  papers  of  the  Presidents:  Salaries  and  expenses - 

Government  Printing  Office:  Office  of  Superintendent  of  Documents:  Salaries  and  expenses. 

Total,  title  II,  other  legislative  branch . . . . . . 

Total,  legislative  branch . . . . . . . . . 

POST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENT 

Title  I 

Payment  for  public  services. . . . . . . 

Transportation  (out  of  postal  fund) _ , _ 

Total,  title  I,  Post  Office  Department . . . . 


Budget  estimate 

House  bill 

Senate  bill 

Conference  action 

$1, 488, 605 

$1, 488, 605 

$1,  488,  605 

18,  740 

18, 470 

18,  740 

10,  650 

10,  650 

10,  650 

24,  010 

24,  010 

24,010 

13,  590 

13,  590 

13,590 

16,  625 

16,  625 

16,  625 

7,  605 

7,605 

7,  605 

560 

560 

560 

560 

560 

560 

1, 120 

1,120 

1,120 

18,  825 

18,  825 

18.  825 

209,  900 

209,  900 

209.  900 

2,  900 

2,  900 

2,900 

2,295 

2,295 

2,295 

1, 815,  985 

1,815,985 

1,  815,  985 

1,  961,  650 

1,  960,  475 

1, 960,  475 

112,  500 

112,  500 

135,  000 

10,  000 

10,  000 

10,000 

10,000 

183,  640 

183,  640 

183,  640 

183,  640 

193,  640 

306, 140 

306, 140 

328,  640 

576,  205 

547,  395 

547,  395 

547,  395 

.  1,500,000 

1,  425,  000 

1,  425,  000 

1,  425,  000 

13, 330 

12,  663 

12,  663 

12,  663 

130,  000 

123,  500 

123,  500 

123,  500 

200,  000 

200,  000 

200,  000 

200,  000 

24,  000 

24,  000 

24,  000 

24,  000 

9, 175 

9, 175 

9,  175 

9,  175 

20,  000 

20,  000 

20,000 

20,  000 

1,650 

1,  650 

1,  650 

1,  650 

625 

625 

625 

625 

625 

625 

625 

625 

525 

525 

525 

525 

2,476,135 

2, 365, 158 

2, 365, 158 

2,  365, 158 

2,  669,  775 

2,  671,  298 

2,  671,  298 

2,  693,  798 

4, 000, 000 

4, 000,  000 

4,  000,  000 

293,  200 

283, 550 

-  283, 550 

750,  000 

750, 000 

750,  000 

5,  043,  200 

5,  033,  550 

5, 033,  550 

17,  200 

16, 340 

16,  340 

16,  340 

8,  415 

8. 415 

8,415 

8,415 

17,  000 

16, 150 

16, 150 

16, 150 

20,500 

39,  900 

39,  900 

39,900 

4,  500 

11,  875 

11,875 

11,875 

2,280 

2,280 

2,  280 

36,  000 

52,  250 

52,  250 

52,  250 

900 

15, 200 

15, 200 

15,  200 

15,  000 

14, 250 

14,  250 

14,  250 

548,  300 

648,  300 

548,  300 

548,  300 

123.  200 

123,  200 

123,  200 

123,  200 

125,  300 

125,  300 

125,  300 

125,  300 

101, 100 

101,  100 

101,  100 

101,  100 

12,  900 

12,  900 

12,  COO 

12,  900 

6,800 

6,800 

6,800 

6,800 

177, 000 

168, 150 

168, 150 

168, 150 

1,  214, 115 

1,  262,  410 

1,  262,  410 

1,  202,  410 

10,  888,  640 

3,  933,  708 

10, 927,  733 

10,  950,  233 

(171  259,000) 

.  41,  000,  000 

37,  500,  000 

37, 500, 000 

37,  500,  000 

41,  000,  000 

37,  500,  000 

37,  500,  000 

37,  500,  000 
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Budget  estimate 

House  bill 

Senate  bill 

Conference  action 

TOST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENT— Continued 

Title  II— Increased  Pat  Costs 

(Out  of  postal  fund) 

$5, 359, 000 
225, 800,  000 
667,  000 

$4,  823, 100 
221,  220,  000 
600, 300 

$4, 823, 100 
221,  220, 000 
600, 300 

84, 823, 100 
221, 220,  001 
600,  300 

Total  title  II,  Post  Office  Department . . . . . . . . 

231, 826, 000 

226,  643,  400 

226, 643, 400 

226, 643,  400 

Total  Post  Office  Department . - . . . . . . . . . 

272,  826,  000 

264, 143,  400 

264, 143,  400 

264, 143,  400 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Title  I 

Administration  of  foreign  affairs: 

6, 875,  000 
995,000 

-  4,  943, 146 

1,  200,  000 

991,  500 
23, 862,  751 
500,  000 

0,664,  900 
495,  000 

4, 943, 146 
1, 100,  000 

931,  500 
23, 862,  751 

6, 664,  900 
495,  000 

4,  943, 146 
1, 100, 000 

931,  500 
23,  862, 751 
500,000 

6, 664,  900 
495,  000 

4,943,146 

1, 100,  000 

931,  500 
23,  862,  751 
500,000 

International  organizations  and  conferences: 

International  commissions:  International  Boundary  and  Water  Commission,  United  States  and 

39, 367. 397 

37,  997,  297 

38,  497,  297 

38, 497,  297 

Title  II— Increased  Pay  Costs 

International  Organizations  and  Conferences:  Missions  to  international  organizations . 

98, 200 

49, 000 
16,  800 
18,  800 
6,  600 
300, 000 

98,200 

49,000 
.  16,  800 
18, 800 
6,600 
300,  000 

98,200 

49,  000 
16,  800 
18, 800 
6, 600 
300,000 

98, 200 

49, 000 
16, 800 
18,  800 
6,600 
300, 000 

International  commissions: 

International  Boundary  and  Water  Commission,  United  States  and  Mexico:  Salaries  and  ex- 

American  sections,  international  commissions _ _ 

489, 400 

489,  400 

489,  400 

489, 400 

39, 856,  797 

38, 486, 697 

38, 98f>,  697 

38, 986, 697 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

Title  I 

Bureau  of  Accounts: 

337,000 
3, 975,  000 
4,  519,  000 
30,  600,  000 
130,  000 
Language 
7, 831, 000 

303, 300 
3, 903, 600 
4, 481,  000 
29,  695, 000 
114,  000 
Language 
7, 800, 000 

337, 000 
3, 903, 600 
4,  519,  000 
30, 600, 000 
114, 000 
Language 
7, 800, 000 

337, 000 

3,  903,  600 

4,  519,000 
30, 000, 000 

114, 000 
Language 
7,800,000 

47^402,000 

46, 196, 900 

47, 273, 600 

46, 673, 600 

Title  II— Increased  Pay  Costs 

247, 500 

1,  481,  000 
289,  500 

301,  500 
25, 000 
700,000 

222, 750 
1, 332, 900 
280,  550 

271,  350 
22,  500 
700, 000 

247. 500 
1, 332,  900 

280,  550 

301. 500 
22,500 

700, 000 

235, 100 

1,  332. 900 
280,  550 

286,  400 
22,  500 
700,  000 

Bureau  of  the  Public" Dept:  Administering  the  public  debt . . . . . 

TJ.S.  Secret  Service: 

3,  044,  500 

2, 830, 050 

2,  884, 950 

2, 857,  450 

60,  446,  500 

49, 026, 950 

50, 158,  550 

49, 531, 050 

4,  931,  024 

2,  570, 198 

4, 931, 024 

4, 931, 024 

Total,  title  I. . . . . 

2, 477,  526, 040 
423,  273, 330 

2,  259,  209, 136 
398, 193,  858 

2, 429,  473,  287 
414,  529,  518 

2, 356,  799.  487 
407,  700,  893 

Total’  title  II . . . . . . . . 

Grand  total _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

2, 900,  799, 370 

2,  657,  402, 994 

2, 843, 902, 805 

2,  764,  500, 380 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
O’Mahoney]  is  recognized. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  so  that  I  may  ask  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  a  question? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  What  happened 
with  regard  to  the  $37,500  which  we  pro¬ 
vided  for  the  Humane  Slaughter  Act? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  was  taken  back 
to  the  House,  and  the  House  voted  to 
remove  it.  It  was  taken  to  the  floor  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
sorry  to  learn  that  has  occurred.  Al¬ 


though  I  voted  against  the  humane 
slaughter  bill,  it  is  the  law,  and  I  think 
a  grave  error  was  made  in  not  providing 
money  to  implement  that  law. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  so  that  I  may  ask  a 
question? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Minnesota  to  permit  the  Sen¬ 
ator  to  ask  a  question. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  should  like  to  ask 
a  question  to  get  information.  I  heard 
the  reference  of  the  Senator  from  Louisi¬ 
ana  with  regard  to  the  appropriation  for 
the  enforcement  of  the  Humane  Slaugh- 

fnt*  A  nf 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Yes. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  May  I  inquire  just 
what  happened? 


Mr.  HAYDEN.  We  insisted;  the 
House  conferees  took  the  item  back  to 
the  House  for  a  vote  on  the  floor  of  the 
House,  and  the  House  further  insisted. 
So  the  Senate  has  just  agreed  to  elimi¬ 
nate  it. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  To  eliminate  all 
funds  for  the  enforcement? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  For  research. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  It  seems  to  me 
that  if  the  Congress  is  to  enact  laws  to 
accomplish  a  public  purpose,  the  least 
we  can  do  is  to  provide  funds  for  the  ap¬ 
plication  and  administration  of  such 
laws. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  There  was  no  money 
in  the  bill  for  enforcement.  This  item 
was  for  research,  to  see  how  the  law 
could  be  enforced. 
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Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  understand.  But 
that  is  a  part  of  the  act  which  was 
passed. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  House  conferees 
refused  to  accept  the  item  which  we 
placed  in  the  bill  in  the  Senate,  and  took 
it  back  to  the  House  for  a  vote.  The 
House  refused  to  appropriate  the 
money. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  bill  as  it 
comes  to  us  now,  has  no  money  for 
the  research  activities  which  were  pro¬ 
vided  for  by  law  in  the  so-called  Hu¬ 
mane  Slaughter  Act  for  1938. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  My  understanding  is 
that  in  the  regular  appropriation  bill 
there  is  supposed  to  be  $250,000  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  But  there  is  noth¬ 
ing  for  the  remainder  of  this  fiscal  year, 
between  now  and  June  30. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Nothing  until  June  30, 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  if 
the  Senator  will  indulge  me  a  moment 
further,  are  there  any  supplemental  or 
deficiency  bills  to  come  before  the  Con¬ 
gress  between  now  and  the  time  when 
the  regular  appropriation  bills  come  be¬ 
fore  us? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Not  that  I  know  of  at 
this  time. 

This  was  a  catchall  bill,  that  picked 
up  everything  that  was  loose  and  had  to 
be  cared  for.  Other  items  needing  at¬ 
tention  were  to  be  included  in  the  regu- 
I  lar  bill. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Does  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  have  administrative 
flexibility  to  such  a  point  that  it  could 
divert  some  funds  for  at  least  a  begin¬ 
ning  on  the  research  activities  of  the 
Commission  established  under  the  Hu¬ 
mane  Slaughter  Act? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  have  no  doubt  it  has 
some  funds  which  it  could  use. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  hope  that  when 
the  regular  appropriation  bill  comes  be¬ 
fore  us  there  will  be  funds  recommended 
by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget;  and  sec¬ 
ond,  that  the  committee  will  recommend 
such  funds.  We  spent  a  great  deal  of 
time  getting  the  bill  passed.  The  bill 
was  a  compromise.  So  far  as  this  par¬ 
ticular  section  is  concerned,  relating  to 
the  Research  Council,  it  was  something 
that  everyone  agreed  to.  This  item  pro¬ 
vided  for  the  Council  or  Commission  to 
be  established  to  determine  further  hu¬ 
mane  methods  of  slaughter. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Which  is  all  to  the 
advantage  of  the  producer,  the  processor, 
and  the  consumer. 

I  sharply  disagree  with  the  action 
which  has  been  taken.  It  seems  to  me 
that  there  is  a  determination  to  stymie 
the  public  will.  We  passed  this  bill,  and 
the  law  should  be  administered.  I  do 
not  mean  that  the  punitive  aspects  are 
being  denied.  If  there  is  a  violation  of 
the  law,  it  can  be  taken  care  of  through 
the  Department  of  Justice.  This  is  the 
part  of  the  law  which  relates  to  con¬ 
structive  accomplishment. 

The  Senator  from  Arizona  helped  us 
get  some  money  in  the  Senate;  but  I 
want  this  Record  to  show  my  very  defi¬ 
nite  disappointment  in  the  action  of  the 
other  body. 


When  the  regular  appropriation  bill 
comes  before  us,  we  shall  have  a  further 
obligation  to  see  that  funds  are  pro¬ 
vided;  and  if  they  are  not  provided,  I 
shall  try  to  have  a  full  head  of  steam 
up,  so  as  to  make  plenty  of  fuss,  un¬ 
til  the  money  is  made  available. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  Senate  conferees 
pointed  out  that  they  could  not  under¬ 
stand  why  the  House  should  object  to 
research  to  determine  what  should  be 
done. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Neither  can  I. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  But  they  would  not  • 
agree,  and  that  was  all  there  was  to 
it. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  has  the 
conference  report  been  agreed  to? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
report  has  been  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LONG.  Earlier  in  the  day  I  made 
a  speech  about  the  rules  of  the  Senate, 
and  in  that  speech  I  referred  to  one  rule 
that  was  not  in  the  rule  book,  but  which 
should  be  observed  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate.  I  refer  to  the  rule  of  fair  play. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Wyo¬ 
ming  heard  me  say  that  it  is  not  right 
to  push  through  a  controversial  measure 
to  which  a  Senator  may  be  opposed,  when 
he  is  not  notified,  and  has  no  opportunity 
to  be  present  and  present  his  point 
of  view. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  vote  by  which  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  was  agreed  to  be  reconsid¬ 
ered,  so  that  at  least  I  may  make  a 
motion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  must 
object. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that 
the  vote  by  which  the  Senate  agreed  to 
the  conference  report  be  reconsidered. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  move  to  lay  that 
motion  on  the  table. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  for 
the  yeas  and  hays  on  that  motion. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  if 
there  is  no  objection,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  order  for  the  quorum 
call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Dodd 
in  the  chair) .  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  propound  a  parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  yielded  the  floor 
temporarily  to  the  Senator  from  Ari¬ 
zona,  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  [Mr.  Hayden],  for  the 
presentation  of  a  conference  report, 
which  is  a  privileged  matter,  upon  the 
consideration  that  I  would  not  lose  the 
floor.  That  consideration  was  acknowl¬ 
edged.  So  I  think  I  have  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  is  correct. 


Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  The  Senator  from 
Louisiana  [Mr.  Long]  now  has  made  a 
motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which 
the  conference  repox-t  was  agi'eed  to.  I 
wish  to  know,  as  a  parliamentary  rul¬ 
ing,  if  that  motion  is  within  the  right 
granted  by  my  yielding  for  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  conference  report,  so  that  the 
Senator  may  make  that  motion  without 
my  losing  the  floor.  Do  I  have  to  yield 
again  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  When 
the  conference  report  was  agreed  to,  the 
pending  bill  came  back  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  The  Senator  from  Wyoming  has  the 
floor. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Then  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana,  without  losing 
the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Wyoming  may  do  so  under 
those  conditions,  if  he  desires. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  Pi-esident,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana,  without 
losing  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  I  enter  a 
motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which 
the  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  mo¬ 
tion  will  be  entered. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  whether  he  has  a  time  in  mind 
with  respect  to  his  intention  of  calling 
this  matter  up. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  have  no  specific  plan 
at  this  moment.  I  imagine  that  I  will 
have  to  consult  with  the  majority  lead- 
ei'ship,  and  that  the  majority  leadership 
would  consult  with  the  leadership  on  the 
other  side,  and  x-each  agreement  that  the 
matter  would  be  called  up  at  a  time 
which  would  be  agreeable  to  those  con¬ 
cerned. 

So  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned, 
I  wish  to  say  that  I  feel  I  have  been 
somewhat  victimized  because  I  was  not 
notified  that  the  vote  was  coming  up.  I 
should  say  that  I  was  notified,  and 
rushed  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  but 
by  the  time  I  got  here  it  was  too  late. 

Under  those  circumstances,  I  believe 
that  the  x-ule  of  fair  play  demands  the 
right  of  a  Senator  present  in  the  Cham¬ 
ber  to  present  his  arguments.  The 
junior  Senator  from  Louisiana  just  got 
through  making  a  speech  this  morning 
in  which  he  said  that  there  is  one  rule 
which  is  not  contained  in  the  rule  book, 
and  that  is  the  rule  of  fair  play. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  Pi-esident,  I 
should  like  to  resume  the  floor. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  merely  wish  to 
say  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Louisiaixa  that  as  soon  as  the  conference 
report  came  to  the  floor,  the  attaches 
of  the  Senate  were  told  to  contact  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana,  so  that  he 
would  be  here,  if  possible,  during  the 
time  while  the  conference  report  was 
being  considei’ed. 

Mr.  LONG.  They  did  their  best,  and 
I  did  my  best. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  entering  of  the 
motion  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Louisiana  must  be  pursued  with  a 
further  motion  to  proceed  .to  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  motion  to  reconsider, 
at  which  time  a  motion  to  table  will  be 
in  order.  Is  that  correct? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  mo¬ 
tion  to  table  would  not  be  in  order  at 
this  time,  but  it  will  be  when  the  motion 
to  reconsider  is  before  the  Senate. 

AMENDMENT  OF  FEDERAL  DEPOSIT 
INSURANCE  ACT 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1062)  to  amend  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Deposit  Insurance  Act  to  provide 
safeguards  against  mergers  and 
solidations  of  banks  which  might  lessen 
competition  unduly  or  tend  unduly 
create  a  monopoly  in  the  field  of  bank¬ 
ing. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  the 
pending  bill,  with  the  amendment  which 
I  have  offered,  is  before  the  Senate.  I 
was  discussing  the  concentration  of  eco¬ 
nomic  power.  I  presented  data  showing 
the  tremendous  concentration  of  bank¬ 
ing  power. 

I  pointed  out  the  tremendous  concen¬ 
tration  of  bank  assets  which  has  result¬ 
ed  in  a  condition  that  is  depriving  thou¬ 
sands  of  small  enterprises  in  the  United 
States  of  the  opportunity  to  obtain  loans 
from  private  banking  institutions.  It  has 
also  resulted  in  the  creation  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  of  the  Small  Business 
Administration,  to  which,  from  Septem¬ 
ber  1953,  when  that  organization  was 
reinstituted,  until  the  last  of  April  of 
this  year,  the  Federal  Treasury  has 
loaned  more  than  $751  million  for  some 
15,000  small  businesses. 

Not  only  is  the  concentration  taking 
place  in  banking,  but  it  is  going  on  in 
industry. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  Senators  who 
wish  to  engage  in  conferences  will  do  so 
off  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Let  the 
Senate  be  in  order.  It  is  difficult  for 
the  Chair  to  hear  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  would  say  tfo 
the  departing  Senators  that  I  think  they 
will  profit  more  if  they  remain  vsy  the 
Chamber  than  if  they  go  to  thejh  con¬ 
ferences  off  the  floor. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  yielj 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  We  certainly  have 
been  remiss  or  guilty  in  not  listening 
to  the  remarks  of  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Wyoming./we  want  him  to 
know  that  what  we  are  trying  to  do  is  to 
work  out  a  unarymous-consent  agree¬ 
ment  under  whic^  if  he  will  yield,  we  can 
give  Senators  \$io  want  to  speak  on  the 
bill  a  little  While  in  which  to  do  so, 
and  then  to  ^ote,  say,  within  an  hour,  on 
the  conference  report.  I  wondered  what 
the  Senator’s  reaction  would  be  to  that 
kind  of'  arrangement. 

MiyO’MAHONEY.  I  am  a  very  mild- 
mannered  man,  but  I  cannot  discuss  such 
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a  proposal  until  we  have  had  a  confer¬ 
ence  about  it  off  the  floor. 

Mr.-  HOLLAND.  Cannot  the  Senator 
give  us  any  prior  consent  or  prior  opin¬ 
ion? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  can  give  the  Sen¬ 
ator  no  hope  at  present.  I  am  a  mild- 
mannered  man,  but  I  cannot  discuss  the 
proposal  now. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Wyoming  is  always  a  delightful  Irish¬ 
man.  We  appreciate  his  courtesy. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  President,  the  Bureau  of  the  Cen¬ 
sus  has  made  a  census  of  manufacturers 
in  the  United  States.  It  has  reported, 
according  to  the  analysis  which  was  made 
by  competent  economists  that  in  1954,  of 
the  almost  300  industries  which  manu¬ 
facture  basic  commodities  the  eight 
largest  corporations  sold  more  than  50 
percent  of  the  entire  value  of  the  com¬ 
modities  sold  throughout  the  United 
tates.  This  is  concentration  in  indus- 
y.  It  is  concentration  which  has  de- 
sthpyed  the  free  enterprise  system  and 
hasScaused  Congress  to  pass  legislation, 
to  create  the  Small  Business  Admini: 
tratiori,  whose  function  it  is  to  lend/to 
private '-enterprises  money  paid  by  tax¬ 
payers  to\the  Treasury.  This  is  ji  de¬ 
struction  of, the  system  of  privato'enter- 
prise,  brought  about  by  concentration. 

Only  this  week,  the  Assistant  Attor¬ 
ney  General  of\the  United  /States  who 
is  the  acting  heaaxof  the  Antitrust  Divi¬ 
sion  placed  figures'' sin  oujyhearings  con¬ 
cerning  the  insurance  /business,  show¬ 
ing  the  concentrationw  admitted  assets 
in  the  largest  insurance  companies. 
These  figures  were /taken,  from  Whitney 
H,  Antitrust  Policies,  page  379;  the 
Twentieth  Century  Fund\Report  for 
1958;  and  Moody’s  Banks  ahd  Finance 
Manual,  volurhe  34,  1958.  The\.dmitted 
assets  of  the  10  largest  life  insurance 
companies;  according  to  this  table,  in 
1957  amounted  to  63.7  percent  of  a\the 
admitted  assets  of  life  insurance  c< 
panie/ in  the  United  States.  Here,  agai 
we  /have  evidence  of  concentration- 
concentration  in  the  banks  and  concen- 
ation  in  the  insurance  companies.  The 
rsmall  businesses  of  the  United  States 
are  hammering  upon  the  doors  of  the 
U.S.  Treasury  for  loans,  and  we  are 
making  the  loans,  thus  putting  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  into  the  banking  busi¬ 
ness  because  we  dare  not  start  the  con¬ 
centration  of  economic  power  in  the 
banks.  _ 

What  is  the  result?  I  have  in  my  hand 
the  Survey  of  Current  Business,  pub¬ 
lished  by  the  U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  for  April  1959.  On  page  10  of 
this  document  is  a  table  showing  the 
distribution  of  family  income  in  the 
United  States  for  1958.  The  table  shows 
that  7,500,000  families  had  family  in¬ 
comes  under  $2,000  a  year.  Twelve  and 
one-half  million  families  in  the  United 
States  had  annual  incomes  of  between 
$2,000  and  $4,000.  That  means,  of 
course,  that  in  1958,  20  million  families 
in  the  United  States  had  annual  incomes 
of  less  than  $4,000. 

This  is  one  of  the  reasons,  I  believe, 
why  so  many  husbands,  the  heads  of 


families,  find  themselves  compelled 
hold  two  jobs.  This  is  one  of  the  reasoi 
why  so  many  wives,  to  meet  the  oost 
of  living,  must  seek  employmentyand 
do  seek  employment.  This  is  one/nf  the 
reasons  why  families  are  broken  up. 
This  is  one  of  the  reasons  Why  their 
children  wander  the  streets  \yfthout  care 
or  supervision.  This  is  one  of  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  the  increase  in  juvenile  delin¬ 
quency. 

Mr.  President,  we  a^e  doing  nothing 
about  it.  We  allow  },ne  economy  of  the 
Nation  to  be  handled  by  the  few  who 
are  at  the  head  oi  the  great  economic 
organizations — big  business,  big  life  in¬ 
surance,  big  insurance  of  all  kinds,  big 
banking.  We  allow  numerous  bank 
mergers  to  take  place. 

The  amendment  which  I  have  offered 
is  a  simple  one,  designed  to  do  only  one 
thing,  namely,  to  make  certain  that  the 
banking  agency  which  passes  upon 
mergers  shall  be  obliged  to  hold  a  hear¬ 
ing  in  the  event  the  Attorney  General 
ijects  to  the  merger  on  antitrust 
grounds. 

Now  I  wish  to  say  a  few  things  about 
the  bill  as  reported  by  the  committee. 
The  banking  agencies  testified  at  the 
hearing  of  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency.  They  were  opposed  to  the 
“substantially”  test  because  it  would  pre¬ 
vent  mergers  in  certain  types  of  specified 
situations  where  a  merger  might  be  in 
the  public  interest  because  of  certain 
banking  features.  To  meet  that  objec-  * 
tion,  my  amendment  specifically  permits 
those  particular  types  of  mergers. 

However,  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Robertson]  says  that  they  are  not 
“the  only  ones  which  would  occur  and 
in  which  a  merger  might  be  desirable.” 
That  statement  appears  on  page  69C9 
of  the  Congressional  Record  of  Thurs¬ 
day,  May  7,  1959.  This  statement  can 
only  mean  that  what  the  proponents  of 
S.  1062  in  its  present  form  are  really 
interested  in  is  to  give  the  banking  agen¬ 
cies  unfettered  discretion  to  adopt  any 
standards  they  desire.  In  short,  it  would 
permit  them  to  follow  a  subjective  test. 
?o  follow  such  a  course,  Congress  would 
licate  its  responsibility  to  enact  ob¬ 
jective  criteria. 

IrWthe  same  speech,  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  Robertson]  said  that  the 
“standards  of  section  7  of  the  Clayton 
Act  weresso  unsatisfactory  that  they  had 
to  be  substantially  rewritten  in  1950.” 

Mr.  President,  the  fact  is  that  from 
1914  to  date*,  section  7  of  the  Clayton 
Act  bars  a  meteer  when  the  effect  may 
be  “substantially  to  lessen  competition 
or  tend  to  create  a.  monopoly.”  The  test 
in  regard  to  lessening  competition  was 
not  changed  by  the  *950  amendments  to 
section  7;  but,  on  th\  contrary,  it  was 
retained. 

The  import  of  the  1950  amendments 
was,  in  essence,  to  plug  \  loophole,  so 
as  to  cover  mergers  accomplished  by 
asset  acquisitions,  and  to  broaden  the 
section  so  as  to  include  allNmergers, 
whether  horizontal,  vertical,  or  conglom¬ 
erate. 

Mr.  President,  I,  myself,  took  pa'tt  in 
making  the  amendments  of  1950.  T^py 
were  not  intended  in  any  way  to  weake 
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sistance  ak  all  to  the  proposed  merger,  be¬ 
cause  the  procedures  are  so  elaborate  and 
so  potentially  damaging  to  a  bank  that  I 
doubt  any  bank  would  go  through  them. 
The  net  result  tnlght  well  be  a  lessening  of 
competition,  rather  than  an  increase. 

In  this  connection  it  ought  to  be  remem¬ 
bered  that  some  banks  and  bankers  fear  and 
oppose  mergers,  not  because  of  their  anxiety 
to  maintain  competition,  but  because  of  their 
fear  of  effective  competition  which  might 
endanger  the  monopolies'which  some  of  them 
enjoy.  The  O’Mahoney  amendment,  by  dis¬ 
couraging  all  mergers,  would  tend  to  protect 
these  monopolies.  In  deaHhg  with  this 
problem,  it  is  time  that  we  acknowledge  the 
fact  that  the  problems  of  mergers  and  com¬ 
petition  are  not  black  and  white  and  that 
there  are  many  factors  which  make  up  the 
answer  to  whether  a  particular  nyerger  is 
good  or  bad  for  the  economy. 

The  committee  bill  recognizes  thik  fact. 
The  O’Mahoney  amendment  does  not.yThe 
O’Mahoney  amendment  would  prohibit  ^ny 
bank  merger  if  its  effect  might  be  substanti¬ 
ally  to  lessen  competition,  except  in  certair 
limited  circumstances.  The  word  "substan¬ 
tially”  has  been  construed  by  the  courts  in 
absolute  terms,  as  I  have  said,  in  quoting 
from  the  Bethlehem- Youngstown  decision, 
and  this  construction  does  not  allow  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  other  circumstances  which 
might  make  the  merger  desirable  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest.  The  O’Mahoney  amendment  at¬ 
tempts  to  spell  out  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  merger  might  be  approved  under 
certain  limited  conditions.  However,  no  one 
can  say  that  the  conditions  described  in  the 
amendment  are  the  only  ones  in  which 
mergers  might  be  desirable.  In  fact,  the 
committee  report  describes  other  such  sit¬ 
uations  and  even  these  are  only  illustrative 
and  not  exclusive.  Furthermore,  their  eval¬ 
uation  cannot  be  a  legalistic  one. 

The  amendment  would  require  the  appro¬ 
priate  bank  supervisory  agency  to  hold  a 
hearing  in  any  case  in  which  either  of  the 
two  other  banking  agencies  or  the  Attorney 
General  disapproves  of  a  proposed  merger  and 
it  also  provides  for  an  appeal  to  the  courts  on 
the  basis  of  the  record  made  at  such  a  hear¬ 
ing. 

These  provisions,  in  effect,  give  the  Attor¬ 
ney  General  a  veto  over  any  merger.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  the  amendment  is  deficient  in 
that,  although  the  Attorney  General  would 
consider  only  the  competitive  factors  in  a 
merger,  on  the  basis  of  this  consideration 
alone,  he  could  throw  the  merger  into  pub¬ 
lic  hearings  and  court  review.  This  is  so 
because  the  amendment  on  the  one  hand 
provides  that  the  Attorney  General  shall 
report  to  the  banking  agencies  on  the  com-y 
petitive  factors;  and  on  the  other  hand,  h^ 
may  disapprove  the  application.  The 
torney  General  does  not  know  and  cannot 
know  the  proper  weight  to  be  given  to  zither 
factors  which  have  to  be  considered  An  ap¬ 
proving  or  disapproving  a  merger/  These 
are  financial  condition,  character/ of  man¬ 
agement,  convenience  and  needs  /I  the  com¬ 
munity,  among  others. 

These  factors  are  known  a/d  can  be  ap¬ 
propriately  weighed  by  the/banking  agen¬ 
cies.  The  knowledge  that  the  banking 
agencies  possess  concerning  these  factors  is 
derived  from  constant  examination  and  su¬ 
pervision  of  banks  generally  and  of  the 
particular  banks  to/oe  involved  in  a  pro¬ 
posed  merger.  They  are  derived  to  a  great 
extent  from  the  Reports  of  examination  of 
the  banks  in  wjach  the  examiner  goes  into 
all  the  intimate  details  of  the  bank’s  rela¬ 
tions  with  it/ customers.  Disclosure  of  these 
reports  through  public  hearings  and  court 
review  might  well  damage  the  businesses  of 
the  bank’s  customers,  as  well  as  the  bank 
itself.  y4>isclosure  could  also  result  in  injury 
to  depositors.  Bank  examination  is  an  es¬ 
sential  part  of  the  protection  of  depositors 
and  the  public  interest  in  banking  generally. 


The  Federal  banking  agencies  cannot 
maintain  the  integrity  of  bank  examination 
if  bank  examiners  and  the  persons  whom 
they  interview  in  the  process  of  examination 
know  that  the  reports  are  liable  to  be  dis¬ 
closed  to  the  public.  Bank  examiners  will 
be  reluctant  to  express  opinions  which  are 
essential  to  the  proper  evaluation  of  a 
bank’s  business. 

With  respect  to  court  review,  I  submit 
that  the  evaluation  of  such  factors  as  the 
banking  agencies  must  consider,  such  as 
character  of  the  management,  adequacy  of 
the  capital  structure,  and  convenience  and 
needs  of  the  community,  are  not  factors  ca¬ 
pable  of  court  determination.  They  neces¬ 
sarily  involve  evaluation  based  upon  special¬ 
ized  experience  and  knowledge  which 
neither  the  Attorney  General  nor  the  courts 
possess. 

The  committee  bill,  as  amended,  gives  the 
Attorney  General  a  voice  in  the  only  ques¬ 
tion  in  which  he  has  a  legitimate  interest — 
competition.  The  O’Mahoney  amendment 
gives  him  a  veto,  because  he  could  throw 
the  whole  question  into  public  hearings  and 
court  review,  which  no  bank  would  risk. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is\ppen  to  further  amendment. 

[r.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  fpr  the  engrossment  and  third  read¬ 
ing  ohthe  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  tmfd  reading,  and  was  ve&d/lhe 
third  tim< 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  ji he  bill 
having  been\read  the  third  pme,  the 
question  is,  Sh^ll  it  pass? 

The  bill  (S.  1^62)  was  p^sed,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Be  it  enacted  by  t\e  Seiy&te  and  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  /United  States  of 
America  in  Congress  assembled,  That  sub¬ 
section  (c)  of  section  yloSpf  the  Federal  De¬ 
posit  Insurance  Act  is  amended  by  striking 
out  the  third  sentence  thereof  and  substitut¬ 
ing  in  lieu  thereof/the  following:  “No  insured 
bank  shall  mer/e  or  consolidate  with  any 
other  insured  hank  or,  either  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly,  acquirer the  assets  of,  or  assume  liabil¬ 
ity  to  pay  any  deposits  made  in, Vny  other 
Insured  bank  without  the  prior  written  con¬ 
sent  (i)  At  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency 
if  the  a/quiring,  assuming,  or  resulting,  bank 
is  to  Ae  a  national  bank  or  a  district  hank, 
or  tfi)  of  the  Board  of  Governors  of^he 
Federal  Reserve  System  if  the  acquiring, 
s/uning,  or  resulting  bank  is  to  be  a  Stat) 
lember  bank  (except  a  district  bank),  or' 
(iii)  of  the  Corporation  if  the  acquiring,  as¬ 
suming,  or  resulting  bank  is  to  be  a  non¬ 
member  insured  bank  (except  a  district 
bank).  In  granting  or  withholding  consent 
under  this  subsection,  the  Comptroller,  the 
Board,  or  the  Corporation,  as  the  case  may 
be,  shall  consider  the  factors  enumerated  in 
section  6  of  this  Act.  In  the  case  of  a 
merger,  consolidation,  acquisition  of  assets 
or  assumption  of  liabilities,  the  appropriate 
agency  shaU  also  take  into  consideration 
whether  the  effect  thereof  may  be  to  lessen 
competition  unduly  or  to  tend  unduly  to 
create  a  monopoly,  and,  in  the  interests  of 
uniform  standards,  it  shall  not  take  action  as 
to  any  such  transaction  without  first  seeking 
the  views  of  each  of  the  other  two  banking 
agencies  referred  to  herein  with  respect  to 
such  question.  In  the  case  of  a  merger,  con¬ 
solidation,  acquisition  of  assets,  or  assump¬ 
tion  of  liabilities,  the  appropriate  agency 
shall  request  a  report  from  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  on  the  competitive  factors  involved  in 
the  merger.  The  Attorney  General  shall 
furnish  such  report  to  such  agency  within 
thirty  calendar  days  of  the  request ;  Provided, 
however.  That  in  case  the  agency  finds  an 
emergency  exists  the  agency  may  advise  the 
Attorney  General  thereof  and  may  thereupon 


shorten  the  period  for  the  Attorney  General  A 
to  report  to  ten  calendar  days:  Providey 
further,  .That  where  the  agency  finds  tlun 
an  emergency  makes  necessary  immediate  Ac¬ 
tion  in  order  to  prevent  the  probable  failure 
of  one  of  the  merging  banks,  the  appropriate 
agency  may  act  without  obtaining  such  re¬ 
port  from  the  Attorney  General:  And  pro¬ 
vided  further.  That  the  Comptroller,  the 
Board,  and  the  Corporation  sh^-n  each  sub¬ 
mit  to  the  Congress  a  semiannual  report 
with  respect  to  each  merget/  consolidation, 
acquisition  of  assets,  or  assumption  of  liabil¬ 
ities  approved  by  the  Comptroller,  the  Board, 
or  the  Corporation,  as/ the  case  may  be, 
which  shall  include  tb4  following  informa¬ 
tion:  the  name  of  t/e  receiving  bank;  the 
name  of  the  absorbed  bank;  the  total  re¬ 
sources  of  the  receiving  bank;  the  total  re¬ 
sources  of  the  absorbed  bank;  whether  a  re¬ 
port  has  been , ’submitted  by  the  Attorney 
General  hereunder;  and  if  approval  has  been 
given,  a  sunrimary  of  the  substance  of  the 
report  made  by  the  Attorney  General,  and  a 
statement  by  the  Comptroller,  the  Board, 
or  the  Corporation,  as  the  case  may  be,  in 
justification  of  its  findings.” 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
m/ve  that  the  vote  by  which  the  bill  was 
Massed  be  reconsidered. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  to  lay  on  the  table  the  motion  to 
reconsider. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
to  lay  on  the  table  the  motion  to  recon¬ 
sider. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
-agreed  to. 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRI¬ 
ATION  BILL,  1959— CONFERENCE 
REPORT 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Under 
the  agreement  which  has  been  entered, 
the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Louis¬ 
iana  [Mr.  Long]  for  reconsideration  of 
the  vote  by  which  the  Senate  agreed  to 
the  conference  report  on  House  bill  5916, 
the  second  supplemental  appropriation 
bill,  now  comes  before  the  Senate. 

Under  the  agreement,  1  hour  is  avail¬ 
able  for  debate  on  the  motion,  with  that 
time  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  it  seems 
to  me  that  there  should  at  least  be  a 
partial  quorum  call. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  yield  for  that 
purpose? 

Mr.  LONG.  Yes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  ab¬ 
sence  of  a  quorum  has  been  suggested; 
and  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  order  for 
the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered, 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  yield  to  me? 
Mr.  LONG.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  time 
required  by  the  quorum  call  not  be 
charged  to  the  time  under  the  control  of 
•the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


7308 


May  Ilf. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  the  Sen¬ 
ate  attached  to  the  supplemental  appro¬ 
priation  bill  two  amendments  which,  al¬ 
though  one  was  in  the  language  of  a 
limitation,  had  the  effect  of  telling  the 
President  that  Army  manpower  was  not 
to  be  cut  below  900,000,  and  the  Marine 
Corps  was  not  to  be  cut  below  a  strength 
of  200,000. 

Mr.  President,  the  facts  about  the 
Army  are  that  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the 
Army  testified  that  the  bare  minimum 
he  would  recommend  for  the  Army  was 
925,000.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army, 
after  consulting  with  those  whose  ad¬ 
vice  he  thought  he  should  seek,  and  af¬ 
ter  considering  the  budgetary  situation 
of  the  Nation  and  all  other  circum¬ 
stances,  testified  that  he  would  be  will¬ 
ing  to  accept  the  900,000  figure,  al¬ 
though  that  was  a  lesser  number  than 
the  Army’s  Chief  of  Staff  thought 
necessary. 

Congress  appropriated  funds  last  year 
sufficient  to  maintain  the  Army  at  a 
strength  of  900,000  when  the  Defense 
Appropriation  bill  for  1959  was  consid¬ 
ered,  Congress  spelled  out  in  the  Senate- 
House  conference  committee  report  that 
three  should  be  a  900,000  man  Army, 
which  is  substantially  less  than  the 
strength  recommended  by  the  Chief  of 
Staff  and  also  is  the  minimum  figure 
which  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  felt 
was  necessary. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  that 
statement  in  the  conference  report  be 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

It  is  the  belief  of  the  committee  of  con¬ 
ference  that  the  national  defense  requires 
the  maintenance  of  a  Regular  Army  of  not 
less  than  900,000  and  it  is  the  intent  that 
the  planned  strength  for  fiscal  year  1950  be 
maintained  at  that  level  in  accordance  with 
the  funds  provided.  (P.  5,  House  Rept.  2503, 
85th  Cong.,  2d  sess.,  dated  Aug.  6,  1958.) 

It  was  also  testified  that  the  Marine 
Corps  should  be  maintained  at  a 
strength  of  at  least  200,000;  that  testi¬ 
mony  was  given  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  and  by  the  others  who  had 
responsibility  in  connection  with  that 
matter. 

But,  again,  the  Bureau  of  the  Budg¬ 
et — using  its  great  power  in  Govern¬ 
ment — refused  to  accept  the  will  of 
Congress,  after  Congress  had  voted,  in 
passing  this  measure,  to  maintain  the 
Marine  Corps  at  a  strength  of  200,000; 
and  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  proceeded 
to  put  into  effect  a  plan  which,  if  car¬ 
ried  out,  would  have  resulted  in  slashing 
the  Marine  Corps  to  a  strength  of  170,- 
000  in  this  fiscal  year. 

Mr.  President,  the  money  is  available; 
Congress  appropriated  it.  But  the  money 
is  not  being  spent  for  the  purposes  for 
which  the  Congress  told  the  President 
to  spend  it.  Congress  included  in  the 
reports  instructions  as  to  how  the  money 
was  to  be  spent,  and  stated  why  it  ap¬ 
propriated  that  much  money.  But  the 
money  is  being  spent  for  other  pur¬ 
poses.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  money 
is  being  spent  to  buy  the  President  the 


$5  million  airplane;  I  do  not  know  pre¬ 
cisely  what  the  money  is  being  used  for; 
but  I  know  that  the  will  of  Congress  is 
being  violated. 

Congress  intended  to  follow  the  counsel 
given  by  the  military  advisors  of  our 
great  Nation  about  how  to  preserve  the 
strength  of  our  Nation ;  but  our  strength 
is  being  pared  below  the  level  the  Con¬ 
gress  believed  to  be  necessary  after  it 
heard  the  advice  of  the  best  experts  in 
the  Nation. 

Mr.  President,  I  suppose  the  situation 
was  accurately  pictured  by  Mr.  Herb 
Block  in  his  cartoon  in  which  he  showed 
that  the  hour  of  decision  had  come.  His 
cartoon  showed  Khrushchev  pointing  out 
how  the  world  could  be  captured  by  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  the  way  the  Russians  intend. 
The  cartoon  also  showed  in  the  United 
States  two  little  men  busily  engaged  in 
determining  which  stack  of  pennies  was 
the  higher.  That  cartoon  seems  to  in¬ 
dicate  how  some  officials  of  our  Nation 
feel  about  this  situation. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  is  in  the 
process  of  shifting  funds,  diverting  them 
from  being  used  in  the  ways  Congress 
intended  for  them  to  be  used.  The  Bu¬ 
reau  of  the  Budget  is  in  the  process  of 
shifting  the  use  of  the  funds  to  such  an 
extent  that  the  money  will  be  used  in 
such  ways  that  the  congressional  intent 
will  not  be  carried  out.  The  money  will 
be  used  in  ways  contrary  to  the  advice 
given  by  the  best  military  minds  of  the 
Nation. 

This  amendment  to  maintain  the 
strength  of  the  Army  and  the  strength 
of  the  Marine  Corps  was  taken  from  the 
supplemental  appropriation  bill  because 
the  House  refused  to  go  along  with  it 
after  the  Senate  agreed  to  the  amend¬ 
ment;  with  practically  no  opposition.  It 
is  for  that  reason  that  I  am  moving  that 
the  Senate  reconsider  the  vote  by  which 
the  conference  report  was  agreed  to,  in 
order  to  provide  an  opportunity  for  the 
Senate  to  go  on  record  as  being  in  favor 
of  maintaining  a  strong  Army  and  as 
being  in  favor  of  maintaining  a  strong 
Marine  Corps. 

I  hope  the  conferees  on  the  part  of 
the  House  will  be  willing  to  permit  the 
Members  of  the  House  to  show  them  how 
the  House  feels  about  this  matter.  So 
far  the  House  conferees  have  not  been 
willing  to  permit  the  House  to  vote  in  the 
way  that  I  propose  the  Senate  vote  on 
the  principle  of  maintaining  a  strong 
Army  and  a  strong  Marine  Corps. 

I  believe  that  if  the  House  has  the  op¬ 
portunity  to  vote  on  the  question  the 
House  will  be  strongly  in  favor  of  main¬ 
taining  adequate  military  strength  and 
following  the  advice  of  our  best  military 
minds. 

Mr.  President,  I  noted  that  one  of  the 
most  powerful  opponents  of  maintaining 
a  strong  Army  was  a  Member  of  Con¬ 
gress  from  Texas.  Oddly  enough,  as  it 
works  out,  in  making  cutbacks  in  Army 
strength  other  units  will  be  shifted  from 
their  bases  to  his  district  in  Texas,  which 
will  result  in  prosperity  to  the  district 
of  that  Member  of  Congress,  as  a  result 
of  the  strength  of  the  Army  being  cut. 

Many  of  us  feel  the  effects  of  a  cut  in 
the  strength  of  the  Army,  but  I  believe 
the  issue  should  be  settled  on  the  basis 


of  whether  or  not  it  is  good  for  this  Na¬ 
tion  to  reduce  the  strength  of  the  Army 
below  the  point  which  our  best  military 
minds  advise. 

After  Congress  has  appropriated  the 
money  and  has  told  the  Executive  it 
wants  to  maintain  the  Army  and  the  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps  at  a  certain  specified  strength, 
are  we  willing  to  see  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  slash  those  appropriations  with 
a  paring  knife,  after  Congress  has  stated 
its  mind? 

For  that  reason,  I  hope  the  Senate  will 
ask  for  a  further  conference. 

It  is  first  necessary  to  reconsider  the 
vote  by  which  the  conference  report  was 
agreed  to.  I  have  made  my  motion  in 
order  that  the  Senate  may  have  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  pass  on  the  issue  of  whether 
we  want  to  fight  for  a  strong  Army  and  a 
strong  Marine  Corps. 

I  hear  a  great  number  of  fainthearted 
say,  “Yes;  I  will  fight  for  a  strong  Army, 
but  this  is  not  the  time.  Let  us  do  it  later 
on.”  Or  they  may  say,  “Please  do  not 
raise  that  question  now,  because  you  may 
get  defeated,  and  if  you  are  beaten  you 
will  have  less  of  a  chance  later  on.” 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  believe  the  peo¬ 
ple  want  that  kind  of  representation  in 
the  Congress.  I  believe  the  people  want 
representation  that  fights  for  a  strong 
Army  and  a  strong  Marine  Corps  and  for 
a  better  military  posture.  That  is  the 
reason  why.  I  believe  we  should  have 
record  votes  on  these  issues. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LONG.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  believe  I  understand 
why  the  Senator  submitted  his  amend¬ 
ment.  The  Senator  knows,  of  course, 
that  in  the  1958  and  in  the  1959  appro¬ 
priation  bills  Congress  appropriated 
money  for  an  Army  of  900,000  and  for 
a  Marine  Corps  of  200,000.  We  also 
know  that  while  Congress  appropriated 
money  for  the  authorized  number  of 
Army  men  and  Marine  Corps  men,  the 
administration  did  not  use  that  money 
to  keep  the  strength  of  the  Marine  Corps 
at  200,000  and  the  strength  of  the  Army 
at  900,000. 

Inasmuch  as  Senators  were  aware  of 
that  fact,  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
submitted  the  amendment  he  is  now 
discussing,  in  order  to  let  the  admin¬ 
istration  know,  once  and  forever,  that 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Congress 
that  there  should  be  a  strength  of 
900,000  in  the  Army  and  a  strength  of 
200,000  in  the  Marine  Corps. 

Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  LONG.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Senators  also  know 
that  the  proposal  contained  in  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Louisi¬ 
ana  was  not  a  committee  recommenda¬ 
tion.  Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  LONG.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Is  it  not  also  correct 
that  the  amendment  offered  with 
respect  to  the  Marine  Corps  was  not  a 
committee  recommendation? 

Mr.  LONG.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
pertained  to  the  Army  strength.  The 
other  amendment,  which  was  offered  by 
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the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Mans¬ 
field]  pertained  to  the  strength  of  the 
Marine  Corps.  So  those  proposals  were 
not  committee  recommendations,  but 
the  adoption  of  those  amendments  rep¬ 
resented  action  of  the  Senate  itself. 

Mr.  LONG.  The  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  could  not  be  more  correct. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  was  the  reason 
why  the  Senate  conferees  fought  and 
fought  and  fought  for  those  amend¬ 
ments,  but  the  House  conferees  were 
adamant,  and  I  have  been  around  here 
long  enough  to  know  that  once  in  a 
while  one  has  to  give  in.  However,  I 
feel  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  has  some  merit.  The  Armed 
Forces  are  not  going  to  suffer  if  action 
on  this  bill  is  delayed  for  1  week.  They 
still  have  until  the  1st  of  July.  I  be¬ 
lieve  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
is  entitled  at  least  to  another  try. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  thank  the  Senator  so 
much. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LONG.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas. 

'  Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  desire  to  join 
in  the  views  expressed  by  both  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Louisiana  and  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico.  I  have  discussed 
this  matter  with  the  Department  and  I 
know  others  from  my  State  have  done 
so.  It  strikes  me  that  there  could  not 
be  a  worse  time  to  cut  the  strength  of 
our  Army  and  Marine  Corps  than  just 
when  we  are  entering  into  what  could  be, 
and  it  seems  to  me  may  be,  serious  nego¬ 
tiations  with  Russia.  It  seems  to  me 
that,  for  psychological  reasons,  if  for 
no  other,  it  is  very  bad  practice  to  cut 
our  Armed  Forces  at  such  a  time.  I 
think  it  would  weaken  the  position  of 
our  representatives  at  Geneva,  and 
possibly  later  at  the  summit  conference, 
to  let  it  be  known  that  we  are  weaken¬ 
ing  our  military  strength  by  30,000 
men - 

Mr.  LONG.  If  the  Senator  will  per¬ 
mit  an  interruption,  that  number  is  up 
to  60,000.  Members  of  the  Marine  Corps 
are  known  as  pretty  good  fighters. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  was  referring  to 
the  Army.  It  might  indicate  to  the  Rus¬ 
sians  that  we  were  not  very  serious 
about  staying  strong  enough  to  contain 
them  either  in  the  Berlin  area  or  any 
other  area.  It  seems  to  me  we  are  per¬ 
mitting  the  demands  of  our  domestic 
economy  and  the  demands  of  the  budget 
to  override  military  considerations,  and 
this  fact  could  easily  be  very  significant 
in  our  negotiations  with  the  Russians. 

I  think  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
is  quite  right  in  urging  reconsideration. 
I  shall  support  the  Senator. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LONG.  I  yield  to  my  distinguished 
senior  colleague  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  as 
my  junior  colleague  has  stated  several 
weeks  ago,  he  offered  an  amendment  to 
the  supplemental  appropriations  bill,  an 
amendment  I  cosponsored,  which  would 
have  had  the  effect  of  prohibiting  the 
use  of  any  funds  in  that  bill  to  reduce 
Army  strength  below  900,000.  We  deter¬ 


mined  upon  this  course  of  action  for  two 
reasons: 

First,  it  was,  and  still  is,  our  feverent 
belief  that  the  administration  made  a 
grevious  error  in  insisting  upon  cutting 
the  strength  of  the  Army  by  some  30,000. 
The  cold  war  continues  unabated.  Even 
now,  as  the  Foreign  Ministers  of  the  Four 
Great  Powers  meet  in  Geneva  to  seek 
ways  and  means  of  easing  tensions  and 
perhaps  achieving  disarmament,  there 
are  ominous  rumblings  in  Berlin,  the 
Middle  East,  and  other  areas  of  the 
world.  Experience  has  amply  demon¬ 
strated  that  should  armed  conflict 
threaten  in  any  or  all  of  these  areas,  and 
should  it  be  necessary  to  counter  such 
threatened  conflict  with  a  show  of  armed 
strength,  the  United  States  will  be  called 
upon  to  do  the  job.  Such  was  the  case  in 
Lebanon,  the  Formosa  Strait,  and,  of 
course,  during  the  Korean  war. 

For  this  reason  alone,  Mr.  President, 
there  is  every  reason  that,  if  anything. 
Army  strength  should  be  increased  in¬ 
stead  of  reduced. 

As  Senators  will  recall,  language  was 
placed  in  the  conference  report  on  the 
fiscal  1959  Defense  Department  appro¬ 
priation  bill,  specifying  that  the  over¬ 
budget  funds  provided  for  the  Army 
therein  were  to  be  used  to  maintain  Army 
strength  at  900,000  during  the  1959  fiscal 
year. 

The  President  promptly  disregarded 
this  statement  of  intent  and  proceeded  to 
use  the  funds  as  he  saw  fit,  for  other 
purposes. 

As  I  indicated  earlier,  mandatory  lan¬ 
guage  by  the  Senate  in  the  supplemental 
appropriations  bill  to  compel  the  Army 
to  abide  by  congressional  intent,  and  fix 
Army  strength  at  900,000  for  the  current 
fiscal  year. 

This  amendment,  along  with  a  similar 
amendment  dealing  with  the  Marine 
Corps,  was  lost  in  conference  when  the 
House  conferees  refused  absolutely  and 
adamantly  to  even  consider  concurring 
in  these  amendments.  They  raised  the 
issue  of  a  constitutional  question  which, 
to  be  perfectly  frank,  may  or  may  not  be 
present.  It  is  my  personal  judgment 
that  there  is  no  constitutional  issue  in¬ 
volved,  since  the  Constitution,  by  its  own 
terms,  specifies  that  the  Congress  has  the 
duty  to  raise  and  maintain  an  army. 

The  second  reason  why  my  junior  col¬ 
league  and  I  have  endeavored  to  main¬ 
tain  Army  strength  at  not  less  than 
900,000,  was  to  preserve  the  active  status 
of  Fort  Polk,  La. 

There  are  those  who  would  no  doubt 
like  to  claim  that  we  act  under  the  influ¬ 
ence  of  more  or  less  selfish  motives.  This 
is  not  true,  Mr.  President. 

Back  in  1955,  when  the  Army  was 
searching  for  an  area  large  enough  to 
stage  atomic  age  maneuvers,  it  ap¬ 
proached  practically  every  part  of  the 
country  and  was  unable  to  obtain  the 
requisite  acreage,  except  in  Louisiana. 

There  the  State  of  Louisiana  and  pub¬ 
lic-spirited  local  residents  went  to  work 
and  provided  to  the  Government,  free  of 
charge,  maneuver  rights  over  7  million 
acres  of  land.  This  area,  which  was 
made  available  to  the  Army  on  a  15 -year 
basis,  was  sufficiently  large  for  the  Army 
to  conduct  Operation  Sagebrush,  under 
which  atomic  battle  conditions  were  sim¬ 


ulated.  That  area,  Mr.  President,  the 
only  suitable  area  for  atomic-age  ma¬ 
neuvers  in  the  entire  continental  United 
States,  will  be  lost  to  the  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment  the  moment  the  doors  of  Fort 
Polk  are  closed.  The  maneuver  agree¬ 
ment  specifies  that  should  Fort  Polk  be 
deactivated,  all  obligations  under  the 
maneuver  agreements  will  terminate. 

This  raises  a  very  basic  issue,  namely. 
Is  the  action  of  the  executive  branch,  in 
closing  Fort  Polk,  in  the  best  interests  of 
the  Government? 

To  properly  evaluate  this  issue,  the 
reason  for  the  closing  of  the  fort  must  be 
examined.  That  reason  is  economy,  the 
military  would  have  us  believe.  It  is 
said  that  the  military  budget  must  be 
cut,  and  that  the  Army  is  a  handy  place 
for  this  reduction  to  fall. 

Thus,  since  it  has  been  determined  by 
the  executive  branch  that  Army 
strength  should  be  reduced,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  has  made  the  appar¬ 
ently  irrevocable  decision  that,  of  the  nu¬ 
merous  Army  installations  presently  on 
active  status.  Fort  Polk  must  be  deac¬ 
tivated. 

It  strikes  me,  Mr.  President,  and  I  hope 
that  the  Senate  will  agree,  that  the  ex¬ 
ecutive  branch  has  embarked  upon  a 
course  of  action  that  is  absolutely  sense¬ 
less. 

If  economy,  if  reduced  expenditures, 
is  indeed  the  motivating  factor  behind 
the  reduction  in  Army  strength  and  the 
resulting  closing  of  Fort  Polk,  the  ex¬ 
ecutive  branch  is  guilty  of  the  most 
reckless  demagoguery  and,  I  say,  the 
most  diligent  campaign  of  misrepresen¬ 
tation  that  it  has  ever  sought  to  perpet¬ 
uate  upon  the  Congress  and  the  people 
of  our  country. 

Closing  Fort  Polk  will  save  our  Gov¬ 
ernment  about  $5  million  a  year,  it  has 
been  estimated.  The  maneuver  rights 
alone,  which  the  Army  would  retain  by 
continuing  Fort  Polk  on  an  active  basis, 
are  valued  at  infinitely  more  than  $5 
million  a  year. 

Furthermore,  there  is  absolutely  no 
need  whatever,  should  reduced  military 
expenditures  be  required,  to  impose  these 
reductions  on  Army  personnel  funds. 

There  are  ample  areas  in  the  defense 
budget  where  expenditures  can  be  re¬ 
duced,  without  cutting  a  basic  compon¬ 
ent  of  our  national  strength. 

For  instance,  I  have  in  my  hand  a 
clipping  announcing  the  delivery  to  the 
military  services  of  three  jet  airliners,  at 
a  cost  of  nearly  $5  million  each.  These 
airliners,  I  want  Senators  to  know,  were 
purchased  with  Defense  Department 
funds — funds  which  the  Congress  origi¬ 
nally  appropriated  for  the  procurement 
of  military  aircraft.  When  this  partic¬ 
ular  procurement  program  was  ended,  a 
little  money  was  left  over  and  so  the 
eager-beaver  bureaucrats  immediately 
began  to  find  ways  and  means  of  spend¬ 
ing  it. 

Of  course,  they  initially  had  a  little 
trouble,  since  defense  policy  specifies 
that  in  cases  such  as  this,  extra  funds 
must  be  used  for  items  of  the  next  high¬ 
est  priority. 

However,  they  managed  to  bypass 
this  requirement,  and  found  ways  and 
means  of  using  the  money  for  jet  trans¬ 
ports.  It  is  inconceivable  to  me  that 
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three  special,  executive-type,  fancy, 
plush,  airplanes  is  the  No.  2  priority  in 
our  military  procurement  program,  but 
evidently  it  is.  At  any  rate,  the  Com¬ 
mander  in  Chief  must  think  so,  since 
he  will  be  the  principal  beneficiary  of 
this  jet-age  bonanza. 

The  newspaper  article  to  which  I 
have  referred,  points  out  a  few  other 
interesting  things  about  these  airplanes. 

First,  their  maintenance  will  cost 
nearly  $73  per  hour  more  than  the 
maintenance  of  the  existing  aircraft  as¬ 
signed  to  the  Chief  Executive  and  his 
associates.  To  be  specific,  the  tax¬ 
payers  will  be  compelled  to  cough  up 
nearly  $271  for  each  hour  that  one  of 
these  planes  is  in  the  air,  over  and 
above  the  initial  procurement  cost  of 
nearly  $5  million  apiece. 

Mr.  President,  no  Member  of  this 
body  would  want  the  President  or  his 
associates  to  fly  around  in  unsafe  or 
antiquated  aircraft,  but  the  fact  is  that 
the  Columbine — the  aircraft  presently 
assigned  to  the  President,  and  which  he 
will  keep,  in  addition  to  the  new  jets — 
is  a  magnificent  plane.  It  is  as  good  as 
most  of  the  aircraft  used  by  the  public, 
if  not  better.  It  is  specially  equipped 
with  the  most  modern  radio,  radar,  and 
similar  equipment.  Its  accoutrements 
are  sufficiently  glamorous  for  our  Chief 
of  State  or,  for  that  matter,  almost  any 
other  human  being  alive. 

It  strikes  me  that  if  economy  in  mili¬ 
tary  operations  is  the  reason  offered 
for  a  reduction  in  Army  strength,  then 
the  economy  ax  should  fall  on  these  air¬ 
planes  I  have  discussed,  instead  of  on 
the  actual  fighting  forces  of  our  Republic. 

I  wish  it  were  possible  for  me  to  report 
to  the  Senate  that  our  military  planners 
agree  with  this  reasoning.  Evidently 
they  do  not.  Apparently,  they  prefer  to 
spend  the  taxpayers  money  on  jet  air¬ 
craft  at  $5  million  apiece,  with  an  hourly 
upkeep  of  $271,  and  upon  such  other 
things  as  12-seat  helicopters  used  occa¬ 
sionally  by  the  President  at  an  hourly 
cost  of  $350 ;  salaries  for  enlisted  men  to 
wait  Upon  military  “brass,”  including  the 
Chief  Executive;  guns,  tanks,  and  air¬ 
planes  to  be  sent  to  foreign  “paper” 
armies,  which  armies,  in  my  opinion,  the 
record  demonstrates  to  be  more  in  the 
way  of  liabilities  than  assets. 

I  regretfully  must  inform  the  Senate 
today  that  the  stock  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  has  fallen  so  low  among  the 
people  of  my  State,  that  a  suit  calling 
upon  the  Army  to  show  cause  why  it 
should  breach  its  contract  with  the  State 
of  Louisiana  concerning  Fort  Polk  has, 
been  filed  in  the  Federal  District  Court 
for  the  Western  District  of  Louisiana. 
An  order  has  been  issued  by  the  judge 
of  that  court,  ordering  the  Government 
to  appear  on  June  3  and  show  cause  why 
Fort  Polk  should  not  remain  open. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  a  copy  of  the  petition  in  the 
case  of  Irving  Ward-Steinman  v.  United 
States  of  America ,  Civil  Action  No.  7416, 
in  the  U.S.  District  Court,  Western  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Louisiana,  be  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  petition 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 


U.S.  District  Court,  Western  District, 
State  of  Louisiana — Irving  Ward-Stein¬ 
man,  v.  United  States  of  America,  Civil 
Action  No.  7416 

ORDER  OF  THE  COURT 

Petition,  jurat,  and  annexed  exhibits  con¬ 
sidered,  it  is  therefore  ordered  and  directed, 
that  the  preliminary  hearing  on  petitioner’s 
motion  be  set  for  the  3d  day  of  June  A.D., 
1959,  at  10  a.m.  o’clock,  and  that  petitioner 
and  defendant  present  their  authorities  as 
to  whether  petitioner’s  motion  to  show  cause 
should  be  granted  or  denied. 

Matter  will  be  heard  at  Alexandria,  La. 
Done  this  4th  day  of  May,  A.D.,  1959,  at 
Alexandria,  La. 

Edwin  F.  Hunter,  Jr., 

U.S.  District  Judge. 

Filed  May  4,  1959. 

Alton  L.  Curtis, 

Clerk. 

By  Rodney  E.  Reddock, 

Deputy. 

Western  District,  U.S.  District  Court, 
State  of  Louisiana — Irving  Ward-Stein  - 
man  v.  United  States  of  America,  Civil 
Action  No.  7416 

To  the  Honorables  the  Judges  of  the 
Aforesaid  Court,  Hons.  Ben  C.  Dawkins, 
Jr.,  and  Edwin  Ford  Hunter,  Jr.: 

The  petition  of  Irving  Ward-Steinman,  a 
resident  of  and  domiciled  in  the  Western 
District  of  the  U.S.  District  Court  for  Louisi¬ 
ana,  of  age,  with  respect  shows  the  basis  for 
the  herein: 

MOTION  TO  SHOW  CAUSE 

1.  Petitioner  is  a  property  owner  and  tax¬ 
payer  in  Vernon  Parish,  within  the  herein 
Federal  district  and  the  defendant  is  the 
United  States  of  America;  that  the  Federal 
jurisdiction  is  involved  pursuant  to  the  Con¬ 
stitution  of  the  United  States;  further,  that 
the  jurisdictional  sum  of  $10,000  or  more  is 
at  issue. 

2.  Petitioner  is  aggrieved  and  is  suffering 
and  will  continue  to  suffer  irreparable  in¬ 
jury  and  harm  and  loss  if  the  defendant  is 
not  required  to  show  cause  on  a  day,  date, 
and  time  to  be  set  by  this  honorable  court, 
requiring  the  defendant  to  show  cause,  if  any 
he  has  or  can,  why  the  grievous  and  irrepara¬ 
ble  injury  and  harm,  presently  suffered  by 
your  petitioner  and  to  be  shortly  augmented 
and  made  permanent,  should  not  be  repaired 
and  the  proper  relief  granted. 

3.  Petitioner’s  motion  to  show  cause  is  for 
the  purpose  of  having  the  defendant  show 
why  said  defendant  should  not  be  restrained 
or  enjoined  from  closing  or  proceeding  with 
the  closing  of  Fort  Polk,  La.,  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  this  honorable  court. 

4.  That  the  closing  of  Fort  Polk  will  work 
such  harm  and  injury  and  irreparable  dam¬ 
age  to  your  petitioner  that  public  policy 
and  judicial  evaluation  are  sought  in  said 
motion  to  show  cause. 

5.  That  the  basis  for  the  motion  to  show 
cause,  inter  alia,  are  referred  to  by  a  series 
of  exhibits  annexed  thereto  and  identified; 
that  said  exhibits  and/or  annexations  are 
to  be  construed  as  though  copied  in  extenso 
herein,  and  are  made  part  hereof  on  infor¬ 
mation  and  belief  as  to  their  accuracy  and 
petitioner  so  alleges. 

6.  Exhibit  No.  1  is  a  verbatim  copy  of  a 
contract  entered  into  by  and  between  the 
defendant  and  various  parties;  said  exhibit 
No.  1  affecting  in  excess  of  what  is  esti¬ 
mated  as  being  7  million  acres  of  land  situ¬ 
ated  in  the  Fort  Polk  area,  all  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  this  honorable  court;  that 
said  exhibit  No.  1  establishes  without  ambi¬ 
guity  the  contractual  relations  underlying 
the  establishment  of  Fort  Polk;  that  said 
exhibit  is  a  maneuver  agreement,  which  has 
a  period  of  15  years  from  date  thereof  (i.e., 
1955),  and  is  the  agreement  originally 
signed  by  many  landowners  in  good  faith, 
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and  upon  which  the  defendant,  upon  reach¬ 
ing  the  minimum  of  7  million  or  more  acres, 
proceeded  to  make  and  did  make  Fort  Polk 
a  permanent  installation  whereas  formerly 
it  had  been  Camp  Polk. 

7.  Exhibit  No.  1  is  alleged  to  be  the  prod¬ 
uct  of  the  defendant. 

8.  That  by  letter,  office.  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers,  August  18,  1955,  the  maneuver  agree¬ 
ment,  was  unilaterally  amended,  with  the 
result  that  the  mutuality  of  exhibit  No.  1 
ceased  being  what  it  originally  was  intended 
to  be,  a  contract  for  a  period  of  15  years, 
and  on  paragraph  6  of  said  exhibit  No.  1, 
was  added,  after  the  word  "Army”  the  fol¬ 
lowing  terminology,  to  wit;  “or  in  the  event 
it  is  deactivated.” 

9.  That  it  was  the  original  intent  of  the 
defendant,  and  the  original  intent  of  all 
parties  to  the  process,  to  make  Fort  Polk  a 
permanent  installation,  and  not  a  child  of 
whim. 

10.  That  exhibit  No.  2,  is  a  facsimile  of 
General  Orders  No.  63,  Department  of  the 
Army,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  October  27, 
1955,  in  which  the  pertinent  item  reads; 

“V.  Camp  Polk,  La.:  1.  Effective  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1955;  Camp  Polk,  La.,  is  redesignated 
Fort  Polk  and  announced  as  a  permanent 
Department  of  the  Army  installation. 

“2.  Effective  November  1,  1955,  Fort  Polk, 
La.,  a  class  I  installation  under  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  Commanding  General,  4th  Army, 
is  placed  in  active  status. 

“[AG  323.3  [28  Oct  55]] 

“By  Order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 
“Maxwell  D.  Taylor, 
“General,  U.S.  Army,  Chief  of  Staff. 

“Official: 

“John  A.  Klein, 

“Major  General,  U.S.  Army,  The  Adju¬ 
tant  General.’’ 

11.  That  the  foregoing  exhibit  No.  2,  con¬ 
firms  the  intent  of  exhibit  No.  1,  and  thus 
far  the  defendant  kept  faith  with  its  cove¬ 
nants  and  lends  weight  to  the  allegation  of 
the  nullity  of  the  unilateral  amendment  re¬ 
ferred  to  in  paragraph  8,  above. 

12.  That  exhibit  No.  3  is  a  six-page  bril¬ 
liant  and  logical  analysis  of  the  facts  pre¬ 
pared  as  a  memorandum  by  Senator  Allen 
J.  Ellender  and  filed  with  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  McElroy  and  Secretary  of  the  Army 
Brucker  at  a  conference  held  in  Washington, 
D.C.,  January  28,  1959.  This  report  covers 
succinctly,  concisely,  and  specifically  the  is¬ 
sues  covered  by  the  herein  motion  to  show 
cause  as  a  justifying  and  provocative  factor 
and  force. 

13.  That  exhibit  No.  4  is  a  letter  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  the  Hon¬ 
orable  Earl  K.  Long,  Governor  of  Louisiana, 
and  is  dated  January  22,  1959. 

14.  That  the  pertinency  of  this  exhibit 
No.  4  is  made  manifest  by  the  incomplete  in¬ 
formation  supplied  to  the  President  where 
he  is  subscribing  to  the  doctrine  of  unilat¬ 
eral  abrogation  of  a  contract,  to  wit  (fifth 
paragraph) : 

“Such  designations  can  be  made  only  in 
regard  to  the  then  foreseeable  future. 

“This  was  recognized  as  the  time  the 
agreement  was  made  by  the  incorporation  of 
a  provision  in  each  agreement  with  the  indi¬ 
vidual  landowners  for  automatic  termination 
in  the  event  Fort  Polk  was  inactivated.” 

15.  That  the  pith  of  the  matter  is:  the 
amendment  was  not  agreed  to  ab  initio:  that 
agreements  were  signed  without  this  amend¬ 
atory  provision  (to  par.  6  of  exhibit  No.  1); 
that  the  amendatory  provision  was  a  unilat¬ 
eral  one;  that  its  origin  and  validity  is  seri¬ 
ously  questioned  and  its  legality  denied.' 

16.  That  exhibit  No.  5,  is  a  brief  summary 
of  economic  factors  regarding  effect  of  Fort 
Folk  on  the  surrounding  area.  It  shows 
property  assessments,  effective  buying,  re¬ 
tail  sales,  yardstick  of  operations  at  Fort 
Polk,  population  trends  in  the  Fort  Polk  area 
and  the  State  of  Louisiana,  and  property  as¬ 
sessment  trends  in  Vernon  Parish.  In  brief, 
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this  exhibit  No.  5  details,  in  figures,  what 
Port  Polk  meant  to  the  economy  of  the  area; 
how  the  integration  of  Fort  Polk  with  the 
surrounding  area  made  it  a  homogeneous 
community,  and  a  life-giving  artery  to  the 
circulatory  system  known  as  the  Fort  Polk 
area. 

17.  That,  further,  exhibit  No.  5  establishes 
the  interdependency  of  the  community  upon 
the  express  and  implied  covenants  entered 
into  by  the  defendant  and  the  people,  as 
represented  by  the  municipalities,  parishes, 
and  State,  including  the  agencies  thereof. 
The  people  kept  their  part  of  the  bargain  or 
covenant.  The  motion  to  show  cause  is  to 
ascertain  why  the  defendant  should  not  be 
required  to  maintain  its  obligations,  both 
express  and  implied. 

18.  That  exhibit  No.  6,  consists  of  parts 

(A) ,  (B),  (C),  (D),  (E),  and  (F) . 

19.  Part  (A)  of  exhibit  No.  6  shows  that, 
contrary  to  the  cry  of  economy,  it  would  cost 
the  defendant  an  estimated  sum  of  $2,300,000 
to  deactivate  Fort  Polk,  in  one  aspect  alone. 

20.  Part  (B)  of  exhibit  No.  6  shows  that  it 
cost  the  defendant  during  a  3-year  period, 
almost  $5  million  to  maintain  and  modify 
contracts  affecting  the  establishment  of  Fort 
Polk. 

21.  Part  (C)  of  exhibit  No.  6  shows  that 
approximately  $19%  million  was  invested  by 
private.  State,  and  municipal  sources  in  the 
Fort  Polk  area  on  the  faith  in  defendant 
maintaining  Fort  Polk  as  a  permanent  in¬ 
stallation. 

22.  Part  (D)  of  exhibit  No.  6  shows  that 
the  defendant  has  insured  FHA,  VA,  or  a 
combination  of  both,  in  loans,  toward  the 
residential  development  of  the  Fort  Polk 
area;  that  the  defendant  itself  insured  it¬ 
self,  through  its  agencies,  that  Fort  Polk 
would  be  permanent. 

23.  Part  (E)  of  exhibit  No.  6  shows  the 
aspect  of  utility  development,  totaling  an 
estimated  $4  million;  an  investment  for  de¬ 
velopment  on  the  basis  of  permanency  of 
Fort  Polk;  an  investment  that  will  hit  stock¬ 
holders  and  shareholders  in  that  the  amor¬ 
tization  of  these  long-term  investment  de¬ 
velopments  now  face  financial  ruin. 

24.  Part  (F)  of  exhibit  No.  6  shows  one 
type  of  development — trailer  parks,  to  ac¬ 
commodate  the  many  military  in  their  mo¬ 
bile  homes;  these  investmentsl  with  an  esti¬ 
mation  of  in  excess  of  half-a-million,  can 
become  the  most  costly  gopher  fiats  in  the 
history  of  our  economics,  all  as  a  result  of 
the  action  of  the  defendant  in  breaking  a 
promise  to  keep  and  maintain  Fort  Polk  as  a 
permanent  installation. 

25.  That  exhibit  No.  7,  in  three  parts,  (A), 

(B) ,  and  (C),  show  respectively  that  (A) 
the  Capehart  project  contracted  for  at  an 
estimate  of  33  million  was  canceled,  with¬ 
out  a  single  unit  of  the  2,000  homes  being 
built,  at  a  cost  of  an  estimated  $15  million. 

26.  That  (B)  of  exhibit  No.  7  shows  the 
official  recognition  given  to  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  Fort  Polk  on  a  permanent  basis  in 
that  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  Wilber  M. 
Brucker,  dedicated  same.  The  result  of  same 
was  the  location  of  approximately  13,000 
military  and  some  1,750  civilian  employees. 

27.  That  (C)  of  exhibit  No.  7  is  a  quint¬ 
essential  r6sum6  of  the  impact  of  the  closing 
of  Fort  Polk  upon  "Parish  assessments,” 
"school  construction,”  “community  develop¬ 
ment,”  "commercial  activity,”  “national  in¬ 
tegrity,”  “international  sequence,”  “State  of 
Louisiana,”  and  “Vernon  and  Beauregard 
Parishes.” 

28.  That  petitioner,  relying  on  the  implied 
and  express  permanency  of  Fort  Polk,  made 
an  investment  in  said  Fort  Polk  area,  spe¬ 
cifically,  in  Leesville,  Vernon  Parish,  La.,  to 
the  extent  of  a  sum  in  excess  of  $10,000  for 
his  part,  comprising  some  16  acres  of  land, 
a  building,  and  the  appurtenances  of  an 
established  and  licensed  radio  station,  t'o- wit. 


KLLA,  with  a  frequency  of  1570  and  a  power 
of  250  watts,  said  operation  being  licensed  as 
a  radio  station  by  the  Federal  Communica¬ 
tions  Commission,  petitioner  being  the 
managing  partner  and  general  manager  of 
same  having  an  undivided  one-half  owner¬ 
ship  interest  therein. 

29.  That  petitioner,  as  a  result  of  the  im¬ 
pending  closing  of  Fort  Polk,  is  suffering  and 
will  continue  to  suffer  irreparable  injury, 
damage  and  harm,  should  the  defendant  be 
permitted  to  carry  out.  the  announced  in¬ 
tentions  of  closing  Fort  Polk,  an  official  per¬ 
manent  military  establishment. 

Wherefore,  petitioner,  prays  that  this  hon¬ 
orable  court,  set  a  date  and  time,  for  pre¬ 
liminary  arguments  as  to  whether  or  not  the 
defendant  should  be  cited  to  show  cause  if 
any  he  has  or  can,  why  said  defendant  should 
not  be  restrained  from  the  closing  of  Fort 
Polk,  and  for  all  relief  in  the  premises. 

Irving  Ward-Steinman, 

Petitioner. 

State  op  Louisiana, 

Parish  of  Rapides: 

Irving  Ward-Steinman,  being  first  duly 
sworn,  deposes  and  states  that  he  is  the  pe¬ 
titioner  in  the  foregoing  action;  that  he  pre¬ 
pared  the  allegations  from  information 
which  he  believes  to  be  true  and  correct  and 
upon  information  and  belief  so  avers,  and 
that  all  other  allegations  he  believes  to  be 
true  and  correct,  to  the  best  of  his  under¬ 
standing,  information  and  belief. 

Irving  Ward-Steinman. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  this  4th  day  of 
May,  A.D.,  1959. 

[seal]  Jack  Crenshaw, 

Notary  Public. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President, 
Senators — if  they  will  read  this  peti¬ 
tion — will  find  a  detailed  outline  of  the 
way  our  Government  has  breached  faith 
with  the  people  of  my  State. 

I  also  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
there  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  of  Louisiana,  dated  January  22, 
1959,  dealing  with  the  closing  of  Fort 
Polk. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

The  White  House, 
Washington,  D.C.,  January  22,  1959. 
The  Hon.  Earl  K.  Long, 

Governor  of  Louisiana, 

Baton .  Rouge,  La. 

Dear  Governor  Long:  This  is  In  reply  to 
your  letter  concerning  the  closing  of  Fort 
Polk. 

As  you  know,  the  Defense  Department  is 
emphasizing  the  introduction  of  more  ad¬ 
vanced,  more  powerful  weapons  throughout 
the  Armed  Forces,  with  consequent  savings 
in  manpower  and  consequent  consolidation 
of  many  units.  These  weapons,  although 
tremendously  powerful,  are  also  extremely 
costly,  and  their  costs  are  increasing.  It 
has  therefore  become  necessary  to  close  some 
of  the  Army’s  installations,  where  this  ac¬ 
tion  is  made  possible  by  these  savings  and 
consolidations. 

The  closing  of  installations  has  serious 
effect  on  the  surrounding  communities 
wherever  they  are  located.  This  was  partic¬ 
ularly  recognized  in  the  case  of  Fort  Polk. 
Nevertheless,  the  interest  of  the  Nation  as 
a  whole  dictated  that  the  Army  consolidate 
at  other  stations.  The  decision  to  close  Fort 
Polk  was  not  an  easy  one  and  was  made  only 
after  a  thorough  study  of  what  action  would 
be  best  in  the  interest  of  our  national  secu¬ 
rity. 

As  to  the  obligation  on  the  part  of  the 
Army  to  maintain  Fort  Polk  as  a  permanent 
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installation,  as  you  know,  the  Army  agreed 
to  designate  it  a  permanent  installation  con¬ 
tingent  upon  securing  the  necessary  maneu¬ 
ver  rights  and  did  so  designate  it  on  Octo¬ 
ber  27,  1955.  Such  designations  can  be 
made  only  in  regard  to  the  then  foreseeable 
future.  This  was  recognized  at  the  time  the 
agreement  was  made  by  the  incorporation  of 
a  provision  in  each  agreement  with  the  indi¬ 
vidual  landowners  for  automatic  termina¬ 
tion  in  the  event  Fort  Polk  was  inactivated. 

The  Army  has  acknowledged  and  is  most 
appreciative  of  the  fine  community  support 
in  the  areas  surrounding  Fort  Polk.  I  sin¬ 
cerely  regret  that  it  has  become  necessary  to 
close  Fort  Polk  in  the  interest  of  applying 
available  resources  to  the  ever-increasing 
costs  of  missiles  and  other  adjuncts  of 
modern  military  preparedness. 

Sincerely, 

Dwight  D.  Eisenhower. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask,  also,  unanimous  consent  that  the 
following  materials  be  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point:  A  brief  summary  on 
economic  factors  regarding  effect  of 
Fort  Polk  on  the  surrounding  area;  an 
exhibit  indicating  the  losses  which  the 
Government  and  others  will  suffer  in 
closing  Fort  Polk;  and,  finally,  a  brief 
memorandum  which  I  have  prepared  and 
which  has  already  been  made  available 
to  the  Department  of  Defense,  further 
outlining  the  factors  constituting  a 
breach  of  faith  by  the  executive  branch 
of  our  Government  with  the  people  of  my 
State. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  items 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 

Brief  Summary  on  Economic  Factors  Re¬ 
garding  Effect  op  Fort  Polk  on  the 

Surrounding  Area 

Property  assessments:  In  the  initial  4 
years  of  the  camp’s  operation,  assessments 
rose  32.3  percent  while  on  a  comparable  4- 
year  period  of  inactivity,  the  increase  was 
only  10.5  percent.  The  largest  gain  in  as¬ 
sessment  valuation  was  made  during  the 
second  4-year  period  of  the  camp’s  activity 
when  the  increase  was  46.6  percent.  The 
following  1-year  inactivity  resulted  in  an 
increase  of  less  than  1  percent.  The  in¬ 
crease  after  the  last  mobilization  of  the 
camp  was  13.4  percent  over  a  3-year  period. 
Within  the  last  17  years,  property  assess¬ 
ments  have  increased  one  and  one-half 
times. 

Effective  buying:  Noticeably  affected  by 
the  status  of  the  camp.  During  the  first  4- 
year  period  of  activity,  effective  buying  in¬ 
come  almost  tripled.  The  following  4  years 
of  inactivity  resulted  in  a  decrease  of  20  per¬ 
cent  or  $2  million.  During  the  next  4-year 
period  of  activity,  it  almost  doubled,  then 
remained  relatively  the  same  during  the  1- 
year  inactivity,  and  has  increased  a  little 
over  $3  million  during  the  last  3  years  of 
activity. 

Retail  sales:  Following  income  trends, 
since  1941,  effective  buying  income  has  in¬ 
creased  from  $3,500,000  to  $20  million,  or 
almost  six  times.  Retail  sales  since  1941 
have  increased  from  $2,700,000  to  almost  $20 
million  or  more  than  seven  times. 

YARDSTICK  OP  OPERATIONS  AT  PORT  POLK 

Construction  began  May  1941,  first  ma¬ 
neuvers  held  September  1941. 

Active:  June  1941  through  December  1946. 

Inactive:  January  1947  through  August 
1950. 

Active :  September  1950  through  June  1954. 

Inactive:  July  1954  through  October  1955. 

Active:  November  1955  through  (as  an¬ 
nounced)  June  1959, 
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Population  trends  in  the  Fort  Polk  area  and 
the  State  oj  Louisiana 


Popula¬ 

tion 

Percent 

change 

1940-50 

Percent 

change 

1950-58 

Percent 

change 

1940-58 

Vernon  Parish: 

19, 142 
18, 974 
27,500 

14, 847 
17, 766 
21, 300 

2, 363, 880 
2,  683,  516 
3, 087,  600 

1950 

-1.00 

1958  .  _ 

44.9 

43.7 

Beauregard  Parish: 

1950 

19.9 

1958 

19.9 

43.5 

Louisiana  (State): 

iQ*n 

13.5 

1958 . 

15.1 

30.6 

Source:  1940-50,  U.S.  Census;  1958,  Louisiana  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Hospitals. 

Property  assessments  trends  in  Vernon 
Parish 


Year 

Fort  Polk 

Assessment 

Percent 

status 

change 

1941-46 

Active . 

$5,  755,  956 

$7,  615,  457 

32.3 

1947-50 

Inactive— 

7,  615,  457 

8, 419,  054 

10.5 

1950-54 

Active _ 

8,  419,  054 

12, 342,  420 
12,  379,  080 

46.6 

1954-55 

Inactive— 

12,  342,  420 

.3 

1955-58 

Active _ 

12,379,080 

14, 035,  700 

13.4 

Consolidated  source:  Louisiana  State  Department  of 
Commerce  and  Industry,  Hon.  Curt  Sieglin,  Director. 


Losses  To  Be  Suffered  by  Federal  Government 
and  Others  as  Result  of  Closing  of  Fort  Polk,  La. 


(A)  Estimate  to  move  Fort  Polk  families: 

Approximate  personnel  Jan.  1, 1959.  8, 000 

Approximate  families  (based  on 
school  survey,  August  1958,  when 
approximate  personnel  numbered 
6,000;  number  of  families,  2,749) 

(percent) - -  46 

Approximate  number  of  families _  3, 680 

Average  mileage  to  post  in  the 
United  States  of  America  (miles) .  1, 000 

Average  freight  per  family  (miles)..  5, 000 

Average  cost,  100  pounds  per  1,000 

miles _  $7.  70 

Average  approximate  cost,  freight, 

moving  family _ _  $385. 00 

Average  travel  pay  (18  cents  maxi¬ 
mum).  per  mile _  $0. 15 

Average  cost  for  travel  pay,  per 

1,000  miles _  $150.00 

Average  dislocation  pay _ _  $90. 00 


Total  per  family  cost _  $650. 00 

Multiplied  by  3,680  families _ $2, 300, 000. 00 

Estimate  of  total  cost  to  move  families 
from  Fort  Polk... . . $2, 300, 000. 00 


(B)  Estimated  maintenance  and  modifi¬ 
cation  contracts,  Fort  Polk,  1956, 
1957,  1958: 

Brueker  program:  BOQ’s,  mess 


halls,  barracks _ $2, 225, 000. 00 

Painting  North  Fort  Polk _  250, 000. 00 

Painting  South  Fort  Polk _  350, 000. 00 

Roads,  roofing,  air  conditioning, 
etc . . .  2, 000, 000. 00 


Total .  4, 825,  000.  00 


(C)  Estimate,  total  private,  State  and 
municipal  investment  (construc¬ 
tion),  Fort  Polk  area: 

Private  owned  public  utilities _  4, 108, 749. 00 

Public  construction. _ _  3, 601,  744. 49 

Private  commercial  construction — 

Leesville,  La -  1, 795, 000. 00 

Private  commercial  construction— 

DeRidder,  La . . . ..'  1,088,000.00 

Residential  houses  and  lots:  Lees¬ 
ville,  La - -  5,027,600.00 

Residential  houses  and  lots:  De¬ 
Ridder,  La .  3, 164, 000. 00 


Total .  19,405,093.49 


(D)  Government  loans  (FHA  or  VA  or 
both)  insured,  from  (C)  above: 

Residences  located  in  Leesville,  La.  3, 718, 000. 00 
Residences  located  in  DeRidder, 

La  .... ...  . . .  2, 821, 000. 00 

Trailer  Park,  Leesville,  La. .  200, 000. 00 


Total,  Government  insured 
construction .  6,739,000.00 


(E)  Utilities  (from  (O)  above): 

Central  Louisiana  Electric  (for 

water  development) . . . 

Central  Louisiana  Electric  (for 

electric  development) . . 

Southern  Bell  Telephone  (for  tele¬ 
phone  improvement) . . 

United  Gas  Corporation  (for  gas 

lines) - - 

Beauregeard  Electric  Cooperative 
(development  costs) _ 


$244, 621. 00 
1, 994, 128. 00 
1, 500, 000. 00 
300, 000. 00 
70, 000. 00 


Total. 


4, 108,  749.  00 


(F)  Estimate  of  trailer  park  costs;  Lees¬ 


ville  and  DeRidder,  La.: 

Tower  Mobile  Homes  Court _  300, 000. 00 

Pine  Hill  Trailer  Court _  70, 000. 00 

All  others _  150, 000. 00 


Total. 


520, 000. 00 


Memorandum  Prepared  by  Senator  Allen  J. 
Ellender  and  Filed  With  Secretary  of 
Defense  Mcelroy  and  Secretary  of  the 
Army  Brucker  at  Conference  Held  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  January  28,  1959 
fort  polk:  the  obligations  of  the  military 

ESTABLISHMENT  TO  THE  PEOPLE  OF  LOUISIANA 
AND  TO  THE  CONGRESS 

I.  The  Defense  Establishment  has  a  moral 
obligation,  if  not  a  binding  legal  commit¬ 
ment,  to  continue  Fort  Polk,  La.,  as  an 
operating  military  post,  on  a  permanent 
basis 

A.  In  June  1955,  Department  of  the  Army 
and  State  of  Louisiana  officials  met  at  Camp 
Beauregard,  La.,  to  discuss  the  possibility  of 
the  Army  obtaining  maneuver  rights  in  and 
around  the  Fort  Polk  area  in  order  to  stage 
Operation  Sagebrush.  The  transcripts  of 
these  conferences,  in  summarized  form,  are 
available  in  Army  files. 

As  a  result  of  these  conferences,  the  De¬ 
fense  Establishment,  by  and  through  author¬ 
ized  Department  of  the  Army  officials,  as¬ 
sumed  a  binding  obligation  to  maintain  Fort 
Polk  as  a  permanent  post,  so  long  as  the  ma¬ 
neuver  rights  in  and  around  the  Fort  Polk 
area  remained  available  to  the  Military  Es¬ 
tablishment.  This  obligation  is  reflected,  in 
part,  in  the  memoranda  of  the  confer¬ 
ence  itself,  and  in  subsequent  written  trans¬ 
actions  which  resulted  from  that  conference, 
to  wit: 

From  summary  of  conference  held  at  Camp 
Beauregard  on  June  11,  1955,  the  following 
record  of  discussion: 

“48.  Mr.  Milton  said  that  he  believed  Gen¬ 
eral  Fleming  and  himself  should  sign  an 
agreement  with  the  necessary  and  pertinent 
facts  stated  therein  which  he  could  take 
back  to  Washington  and  use  in  an  effort  to 
get  an  authorization  to  reopen  Camp  Polk, 
after  which  the  Department'  of  the  Army  and 
the  Governor  would  make  a  simultaneous 
announcement. 

“49.  General  Fleming  stated  that  Mr.  Davis 
had  cleared  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 
and  the  Chief  of  Staff,  and  that  hand  in 
hand  with  obtaining  permits,  a  considerable 
buildup  of  troops  in  the  area  would  take 
place,  and  that  not  later  than  fiscal  year 
1957  funds  would  be  obtained  to  make  Camp 
Polk  permanent. 

“50.  General  Fleming  stated  the  public 
should  be  told  that  Polk  is  a  permanent 
post  and  this  is  a  permanent  maneuver  area. 
This  firm  statement  should  come  from  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Army  indicating  their  in¬ 
tention  is  to  make  Polk  permanent  and  they 
will  make  every  effort  to  do  so.  Especially 
should  this  be  true  in  their  efforts  to  obtain 
the  necessary  funds. 

“51.  Colonel  Bilbo,  with  Mr.  John  E.  Vacek, 
Department  of  the  Army,  and  Lt.  Col.  Mar¬ 
vin  G.  Krieger,  OTJAG,  Department  of  the 
Army,  retired  to  another  room  to  draw  up 
this  memorandum  of  understanding.  In  the 
meantime,  a  rather  general  and  informal  dis¬ 
cussion  ensued.’’ 


The  “Memorandum  of  Understanding”  re¬ 
ferred  to  above  reads,  in  part,  as  follows: 

“Now,  therefore  it  is  mutually  agreed:  (1) 
the  State  of  Louisiana  will  help  in  securing 
permits  for  a  7  million  acreage  area;  (2)  a 
joint  announcement  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  and  the  Governor  of  Louisiana  that 
Camp  Polk  will  be  reactivated  will  be  of  ma¬ 
terial  assistance  in  the  acquisition  of  the 
necessary  maneuver  permits.” 

B.  While  this  “Memorandum  of  Under¬ 
standing”  does  not,  by  its  terms,  specify  that 
the  post  is  to  be  reopened  on  a  permanent 
basis,  it  will  be  noted  that  the  Army  pledged 
itself  to  “reactivate”  Camp  Polk,  with  the 
agreed  purpose  in  mind  of  publicizing  this 
“reactivation”  in  such  a  manner  as  to  “be 
of  material  assistance  in  the  acquisition  of 
the  necessary  maneuver  permits.”  Obvious¬ 
ly,  then,  the  language  of  the  “Memorandum 
of  Understanding”  must  be  read  against,  and 
in  conjunction  with,  the  public  announce¬ 
ment,  since  the  purpose  of  both  was,  by  the 
terms  of  the  memorandum,  to  assist  in  the 
acquisition  of  the  necessary  maneuver 
permits. 

The  following,  therefore,  are  pertinent: 

1.  On  June  13,  1955,  Col.  Frank  G.  Spiess, 
Assistant  Adjutant  General  for  Louisiana, 
signed  a  supplemental  memorandum  dealing 
further  with  the  conference  held  at  Camp 
Beauregard.  Paragraphs  3  and  4  thereof  are 
as  follows : 

“3.  At  1000  hours  today  Mr.  Milton  tele¬ 
phoned  General  Fleming  and  told  him  that 
he  had  been  able  to  obtain  approval  from 
‘top  side’  and  he  gave  General  Fleming,  over 
the  phone,  the  planned  news  release. 

“4.  This  news  release  was  arranged  so  as 
to  be  satisfactory  to  both  Mr.  Milton  and 
General  Fleming,  after  which  Mr.  Milton  said 
he  would  give  it  to  the  press  and  radio  with 
a  dateline  release  of  noon  today.” 

2.  It  will  be  noted  that  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Army  Milton  is  quoted  as  stating  that 
the  news  release  referred  to  had  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  “top  side,”  presumably,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Army  and/or  Department  of  De¬ 
fense,  and,  in  addition,  that  the  release, 
which  was  originally  dictated  over  the  tele¬ 
phone  by  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Army 
Milton,  was  “arranged”  so  as  to  be  satisfac¬ 
tory  to  both  Mr.  Milton  and  General  Fleming. 

The  press  release  read,  in  part,  as  follows: 

“The  Department  of  the  Army  and  State 
of  Louisiana  today  announced  an  agreement 
under  which  Camp  Polk,  La.,  will  be  reopened 
on  a  permanent  basis,  providing  the  State 
and  property  owners  will  insure  the  use  of 
the  7  million-acre  large-scale  maneuver  area 
on  a  continuing  basis.  The  maneuver  area 
which  includes  approximately  600,000  acres 
of  Government -owned  land  will  entail  no 
cost  to  the  Army  except  for  that  involved 
in  restoration  and  claims  payment  to  prop¬ 
erty  owners  in  the  area  for  actual  damage 
done  to  property  during  maneuvers.  The 
Army  pointed  out  since  the  maneuver  land 
will  be  available  to  it  under  a  continuing 
basis,  the  reopening  of  Camp  Polk  as  a  per¬ 
manent  installation  is  essential  in  the  view 
of  a  need  for  an  active  Army  installation  to 
serve  as  a  base  to  support  maneuver  opera¬ 
tions.” 

C.  Subsequently,  the  Department  of  the 
Army  provided  additional  evidence  that  it 
had  assumed  a  firm  obligation  to  make  Camp 
Polk  a  permanent  installation.  On  October 
17,  1955,  Secretary  of  the  Army  Wilber  M. 
Brucker  wrote  Governor  Kennon,  outlining 
fully  the  obligations  assumed  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Army  (and,  therefore,  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment)  upon  being  notified 
that  the  State  of  Louisiana  had  fulfilled  its 
requirements  under  the  “memorandum  of 
understanding”  by  obtaining  the  necessary 
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maneuver  rights.  The  pertinent  portion  of 
that  letter  is  quoted  below : 

"I  am  sure  that  you  have  been  advised  by 
the  Adjutant  General  of  his  understanding 
with  Assistant  Secretary  Davis  that  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  such  maneuver  rights  over  the 
area  of  approximately  7  million  acres,  with¬ 
out  cost  to  the  Army,  not  only  for  the  pres¬ 
ent  but  for  future  years,  was  a  condition 
precedent  to  declaring  Camp  Polk  a  perma¬ 
nent  post.” 

II.  There  is  ample  evidence  that  the  obliga¬ 
tion  assumed  by  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  was  not  regarded  by  either  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Army  or  the  State  of 
Louisiana  as  being  terminable  at  the  will 
of  either  party,  but  was,  indeed,  a  binding 
obligation  to  retain  Fort  Polk  as  an  active 
installation  for  an  indefinite  period,  but 
at  least  15  years 

A.  The  background  of  the  discussion  out 
of  which  grew  the  commitment  assumed  by 
the  Defense  Establishment,  is  convincing  on 
this  point.  As  memorandums  of  discussions 
held  in  1955  demonstrate,  the  Army  officials 
present  at  the  June  11  conference  held  at 
Camp  Beauregard  initially  enedeavored  to 
confine  their  commitment  regarding  the  re¬ 
activation  of  Fort  Polk  to  a  15-year  period. 
The  following  excerpt  is  illuminating: 

‘‘46.  Colonel  Bilbo  stated  that  the  Army 
would  then  agree  to  phase  troops  into  the 
area  with  the  engineers  arriving  in  10  days 
and  the  maneuver  troops  in  September,  and 
make  Camp  Polk  permanent  for  15  years  if 
maneuver  area  is  available. 

“47.  General  Fleming  objected  to  the  last 
statement  of  Colonel  Bilbo  and  said  defi¬ 
nitely  not;  that  Camp  Polk  should  be  made 
permanent  and  no  restrictions  should  be 
attached.” 

Thus,  the  State  of  Louisiana  rejected  an 
attempt  to  confine  the  term  of  the  proffered 
reactivation  to  15  years  and,  instead,  insisted 
upon  an  indefinite  term.  It  would  be  con¬ 
trary  to  the  terms  of  the  above-cited  discus¬ 
sion,  as  well  as  to  commonsense,  to  attempt 
to  argue  that  by  rejecting  a  15-year  reacti¬ 
vation  period,  and  insisting  upon  an  indefi¬ 
nite  reactivation  period,  the  State  of  Louisi¬ 
ana  accepted,  by  inference  or  otherwise,  the 
authority  of  the  Defense  Establishment  to 
inactivate  Fort  Polk  at  any  time  it  might 
desire,  subsequent  to  any  activation  thereof. 

In  addition,  circumstances  under  which 
the  agreement  was  reached  serve  ample  no¬ 
tice  that  if,  indeed,  the  Defense  Establish¬ 
ment  retained  any  right  to  deactivate  Fort 
Polk,  that  right  could  not  be  exercised  until 
at  least  15  years  had  expired. 

B.  This  view  is  bolstered  by  the  fact  that 
the  maneuver  rights,  upon  which  the  reacti¬ 
vation  of  the  installation  were  contingent, 
run  for  a  16 -year  period.  (Said  agreements 
are  available  in  Army  files.)  It  is  incon¬ 
ceivable  that  the  Department  of  the  Army 
would  have  insisted  upon  a  minimum  term 
for  maneuver  rights  of  15  years  wtihout  as¬ 
suming  a  commitment  to  retain  Fort  Polk 
as  a  permanent  installation  for  at  least  that 
long. 

III.  The  refusal  by  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  to  use  in  the  manner  specified  over¬ 
budget  funds  appropriated  by  the  Con¬ 
gress  in  the  fiscal  1959  Department  of 
Defense  Appropriation  Act  amounts  to  a 
violation  of  congressional  intent — a  viola¬ 
tion  which  is  further  aggravated  by  the 
fact  that  this  violation  reiterated  the  De¬ 
fense  Establishment’s  refusal  to  honor  its 
obligation  to  the  people  and  the  State  of 
Louisiana 

During  two  conferences  held  in  Senator 
Ellender’s  office  during  early  1958,  both  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  admitted,  in  substance,  that  if,  indeed, 
the  Army  were  contemplating  the  deactiva¬ 
tion  of  Fort  Polk,  such  action  was  based 
upon  the  proposed  reduction  in  Army 


strength  outlined  in  the  President's  fiscal 
1959  budget  message. 

Acting  upon  this  information,  and  with 
the  belief  that  the  proposed  reduction  in 
Army  strength  to  870,000  (as  outlined  in  the 
1959  budget  message)  would  gravely  imperil 
U.S.  security,  both  Houses  of  the  Congress 
voted  over-budget  increases  for  the  Army, 
totaling  $99  million  to  (1)  assure  a  mini¬ 
mum  Army  strength  during  fiscal  1959  of  at 
least  900,000  men,  and,  (2)  to  provide  suffi¬ 
cient  operating  and  maintenance  funds  to 
continue,  on  an  active  basis,  all  military 
installations  then  in  operation. 

The  purposes  for  which  these  funds  were 
to  be  used,  and  the  intent  of  the  Congress 
in  providing  them,  were,  at  the  insistence  of 
Senator  Elleuder,  spelled  out  in  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Conference  of  the  fiscal 
1959  Department  of  Defense  appropriation 
bill,  as  follows: 

“It  is  the  belief  of  the  committee  on  con¬ 
ference  that  the  national  defense  requires  the 
maintenance  of  a  Regular  Army  of  not  less 
than  900,000  and  it  is  the  intent  that  the 
planned  strength  for  fiscal  year  1959  be 
maintained  at  that  level  in  accordance  with 
the  funds  provided.” 

Thus,  the  decision  of  the  executive  branch 
not  to  use  these  funds  as  originally  contem¬ 
plated  and  directed  by  the  Congress,  but, 
instead,  to  use  them  for  purposes  entirely 
foreign  to  those  for  which  said  funds  were 
provided,  amounts  to  a  clear  and  intentional 
violation  of  congressional  directions  plus  an 
unequivocal  and  inexcusable  breach  of  the 
Military  Establishment’s  obligation  to  retain 
Fort  Polk  as  a  permanent  installation.  The 
full  impact  of  this  determination  can  be 
appreciated  only  when  it  is  understood  that 
the  action  of  the  Congress  in  providing  suffi¬ 
cient  funds  to  forestall  a  reduction  in  Army 
strength  did,  of  itself,  offer  the  Military  Es¬ 
tablishment  a  means  by  which  it  would 
honor  its  obligations  to  the  people  and  State 
of  Louisiana.  Yet,  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  refused  to  utilize  these  means,  and, 
instead,  embarked  upon  a  course  of  action 
involving  breaches  of  faith  not  only  with  the 
people  and  the  State  of  Louisiana,  but  with 
the  Congress,  as  well. 

IV.  Having  required,  by  terms  of  the  agree¬ 
ment  discussed  in  points  I  and  II  (above), 
that  the  State  of  Louisiana,  the  people  of 
the  Fort  Polk  area,  and  the  appropriate 
governing  bodies  of  that  area  provide  suit¬ 
able  recreational,  housing  and  similar  fa¬ 
cilities  for  the  use  of  troops  stationed  at 
Fort  Polk,  the  Military  Establishment  can¬ 
not  now  be  permitted  to  deny  any  respon¬ 
sibility  for  indebtedness  undertaken  in 
order  to  further  those  purposes  on  the 
grounds  that,  in  effect,  such  persons  and 
governing  bodies  acted  as  volunteers 

A.  The  memorandum  of  conversations 
held  at  Camp  Beuregard  on  June  11,  dem¬ 
onstrate  that  the  Army  was  concerned  over 
possible  adverse  morale  factors  which  could 
be  present  at  Fort  Polk,  and  required,  as  a 
condition  precedent  to  reactivating  the  fort, 
that  these  conditions  be  eliminated,  or,  at 
least,  reduced  to  a  bare  minimum.  The 
following  excerpt  from  that  memorandum 
involving  duties  to  be  borne  by  the  State 
of  Louisiana  upon  the  reactivation  of  Fort 
Polk,  is  pertinent:  “(d)  Keep  the  area 
cleaned  up,  i.e.,  free  from  vice,  etc.;  (e)  as¬ 
sistance  in  promotional  activities;  (f)  on  a 
cost-reimbursable-contract-basis,  assist  in 
the  repair,  maintenance,  and  restoration  of 
bridges;  (g)  encourage  communities  to  pro¬ 
vide  low-cost  housing.” 

B.  The  “Memorandum  of  Understanding” 
required  the  State  of  Louisiana,  “within  the 
limitations  of  law  and  the  exercise  of  its 
legal  prerogatives”  to  “assist  the  Department 
of  the  Army  in  maintaining  wholesome 
recreational,  educational,  and  religious  en¬ 
vironments.” 


This  further  serves  to  prove  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  an  obligation  on  the  part  of  the 
Military  Establishment  to  retain  Fort  Polk  as 
a  permanent  installation,  particularly  since 
private  persons,  bodies  corporate,  and  duly 
authorized  local  governing  bodies,  among 
others,  acting  in  reliance  upon  the  promise 
of  the  Defense  Establishment  to  reopen  Fort 
Polk  on  a  permanent  basis,  and  in  further¬ 
ance  of  the  obligations  assumed  by  the 
State  of  Louisiana,  did  obligate  themselves 
to  the  extent  of  many  millions  of  dollars. 
This  indebtedness  is  falling,  or  will  in  the 
future  fall  due,  and  the  deactivation  of  Fort 
Polk  by  the  Military  Establishment,  in 
violation  of  its  obligation,  with  the  accom¬ 
panying  adverse  economic  impact,  has  left, 
or  will  leave,  those  indebted  without  suffi¬ 
cient  resources  to  defray  such  indebtedness. 

V.  The  proposition  advanced  by  the  Defense 
Establishment  that  the  deactivation  of  Fort 
Polk  is  required  in  order  for  the  Defense 
Establishment  to  “ achieve  utmost  economy 
in  the  utilization  of  available  manpower 
and  fund  resources"  is  without  merit 
A.  Under  date  of  December  17,  1958,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army  notified  Senator 
Ellender  and  other  Members  of  the 
Louisiana  congressional  delegation,  by  letter, 
that  “the  necessity  for  utmost  economy  in 
the  utilization  of  available  manpower  and 
fund  resources  requires  that  some  Army  in¬ 
stallations  be  closed.  Fort  Polk,  La.,  is  one 
of  the  three  installations  selected  for  in¬ 
activation  at  this  time.” 

The  position  assumed  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  is  untenable,  for  the  following 
reasons : 

1.  There  are,  in  fact,  sufficient  financial 
resources  available  to  the  Army  during  fiscal 
1959  to  maintain  Army  strength  at  900,000 
men,  and  to  operate  each  and  every  Army 
installation  which  was  on  active  status  as 
of  July  1,  1958.  (See  data  in  point  III, 
supra.) 

2.  The  closing  of  Fort  Polk  will  auto¬ 
matically  terminate  all  outstanding  ma¬ 
neuver  agreements.  Once  these  have  been 
terminated,  it  will  be  impossible  for  the 
Military  Establishment  to  again  revalidate 
them  except  at  great  cost  and  further  loss 
of  good  will  among  the  people  of  Louisiana. 
In  addition,  permitting  these  agreements  to 
lapse  in  order  to  accomplish  an  estimated 
saving  of  $5  million  per  year,  is  a  short¬ 
sighted  means  to  achieve  an  inconceivable 
end. 

(a)  The  record  is  replete  with  evidence 
that  the  1955  conferences  referred  to  above 
resulted  because  the  Defense  Establishment 
was  unable  to  obtain  maneuver  rights  in  any 
other  area  of  the  country. 

(1)  While  there  are  indications  that  these 
rights  could  have  been  obtained — although 
over  a  more  limited  area — in  and  around  Fort 
Hood,  Tex.,  the  Defense  Establishment  would 
have  been  compelled  to  pay  exorbitant  rents. 
There  is  no  written  evidence  as  to  the  amount 
involved,  but  the  figure  of  $7  per  acre  has,  on 
occasion,  been  mentioned. 

(b)  As  a  practical  matter,  the  record  is 
replete  with  evidence  that  (1)  a  maneuver 
area  of  the  size  required  could  not  be  ob¬ 
tained  in  Texas  when  needed  in  1955,  and, 
it  is  logical  to  assume,  could  not  be  obtained 
today;  (2)  a  limited  maneuver  area  of  the 
size  which  the  record  indicates  could  have 
been  obtained  in  Texas  would  not  have  satis¬ 
fied  Military  Establishment  requirements  in 
1955,  and  it  cannot  be  assumed  that  a  sim¬ 
ilar  area  would  satisfy  those  requirements 
today. 

(c)  Assuming  a  rental  approximating,  on 
an  average,  even  $5  per  year,  per  acre,  annual 
rental  costs  for  the  7-mlllion-acre  maneu¬ 
ver  area  now  available  would  aggregate  $35 
million  per  year,  or  some  seven  times  the 
projected  "saving”  which  the  deactivation  of 
Fort  Polk  would  accomplish. 
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(d)  Assuming,  in  the  alternative,  a  rental 
aggregating  $5  per  acre  over  the  term  of  the 
maneuver  agreement  (15  years)  for  a  total 
of  7  million  acres,  the  projected  annual  “sav¬ 
ing”  would  still  amount  to  only  one-seventh 
of  the  total  rental  cost  which  would  other¬ 
wise  have  to  be  paid. 

VI.  The  Defense  Establishment  cannot  avoid 
its  responsibilities  under  the  1955  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  State  of  Louisiana  by  in¬ 
voking  language  in  maneuver  right  agree¬ 
ments,  which  agreements  were  subsequent¬ 
ly  consummated  with  individual  land- 
oivners 

A.  On  January  16,  1959,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  responded  to  a  vigorous  protest, 
lodged  by  members  of  the  Louisiana  congres¬ 
sional  delegation,  on  December  18,  1958,  upon 
their  being  advised  that  the  Defense  Estab¬ 
lishment  had  determined  to  deactivate  Fort 
Polk.  In  a  letter  to  Senator  Ellendeb  under 
date  of  January  16,  1959,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  stated,  in  part: 

“Although  the  availability  of  the  Fort 
Polk  maneuver  area  was  important  in  evalu¬ 
ating  the  installation  for  retention,  the  as¬ 
sumption  that  there  was  a  commitment 
which  would  make  such  a  consideration  the 
sole  factor  upon  which  the  ultimate  reten¬ 
tion  of  the  installation  should  rest  is  con¬ 
trary  to  fact.  In  arriving  at  the  ar¬ 
rangement  for  the  maneuver  area  in  1955 
the  Army  did  so  in  good  faith.  In  order 
that  the  maneuver  agreements  would  be  en¬ 
tirely  bilateral  it  was  accepted  by  the  Army 
and  the  individual  landowners,  that  on  the 
future  possibility  of  the  inactivation  of  Fort 
Polk,  the  agreements  would  terminate  auto¬ 
matically.” 

It  is  submitted  that  the  Army’s  position 
in  this  regard  begs  the  question. 

Evidence  referred  to  in  previous  points  es¬ 
tablished  beyond  any  doubt  the  existence  of 
an  agreement  between  the  Defense  Estab¬ 
lishment  and  the  State  of  Louisiana.  The 
letter  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  quoted  in 
part  above,  deals  with  agreements  between 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  and  a 
number  of  individual  landowners.  The 
State  of  Louisiana  was,  in  no  way,  a  party 
to  these  agreements. 

Hence,  it  is  completely  unrealistic  for  the 
Department  of  the  Army  to  attempt  to  argue 
that  because  the  Government  entered  into 
subsequent  agreements  with  private  indi¬ 
viduals,  the  terms  of  such  subsequent  agree¬ 
ments  relieved  the  Government  of  all,  or  for 
that  matter,  any  obligations  previously  es¬ 
tablished  under  an  earlier  agreement  be¬ 
tween  the  Defense  Establishment  and  the 
State  of  Louisiana. 

In  essence,  the  attitude  of  the  Department 
of  the  Army  seems  to  be  that  a  valid,  good- 
faith  agreement  between  the  Department  of 
the  Army  and  the  State  of  Louisiana  can  be 
modified;  yes,  even  nullified,  by  the  terms 
of  agreements  subsequently  entered  into  by 
the  Department  of  the  Army  and  third- 
party,  private  individuals. 

Merely  stating  the  proposition  advanced 
by  the  Department  of  the  Army  demon¬ 
strates  its  complete  lack  of  merit. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  These  exhibits 
demonstrate  three  points  conclusively. 

First,  the  closing  of  Fort  Polk  despite 
a  written  agreement  executed  by  the 
Department  of  the  Army  that  the  post 
was  to  be  reopened  “on  a  permanent 
basis,”  amounts  to  a  total  and  unex- 
cusable  breach  of  an  executive  branch 
agreement  with  the  people  of  Louisiana. 
I  can  state  without  any  qualms  at  all 
that  if  the  agreement  referred  to  had 
been  made  with  some  minor  foreign 
power,  instead  of  with  the  citizens  of  one 
of  our  United  States,  it  would  have  been 
honored,  and  honored  without  regard 
to  cost. 


Second,  the  closing  of  Fort  Polk,  if 
accomplished,  will  cost  the  Government 
much  more  money  that  if  the  installa¬ 
tion  remained  on  an  active  status.  In 
this  connection,  I  have  already  referred 
to  the  maneuver  rights  which  will  auto¬ 
matically  expire  as  soon  as  the  doors  of 
the  fort  close.  These  rights  are  worth, 
on  the  basis  of  indicated  costs  for  sim¬ 
ilar  rights  near  Fort  Hood,  Tex.,  ap¬ 
proximately  $45  to  $50  million  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  exhibits  already  in  the  rec¬ 
ord.  Further,  the  following  additional 
costs  will  be  borne  by  our  Government 
should  the  fort  be  closed. 

To  move  3,860  families:  $2,300,000. 

To  modify  or  otherwise  discharge  con¬ 
tracts  now  in  effect  covering  work  on  the 
post:  $4,825,000. 

To  cover  possible  Government  liabili¬ 
ties  on  housing  loans,  both  Veterans’ 
Administration  and  Federal  Housing 
Administration,  covering  dwellings 
which  will  be  vacated  as  a  result  of  the 
fort’s  closing:  $6,739,000. 

To  terminate  and  discharge  Govern¬ 
ment  liability  under  a  contract  for  Cape- 
hart  housing  for  post  personnel:  $11  to 
$13  million.  This  liability,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  has  already  accrued,  I  am  in¬ 
formed. 

For  these  items  alone,  Mr.  President, 
the  taxpayers  of  our  country  may  well 
be  required  to  pay  nearly  $70  million  to 
close  an  Army  installation  whose  con¬ 
tinuation  would  assure  the  availability 
of  maneuver  rights  over  7  million  acres 
of  land  for  a  period  of  15  years.  Based 
on  an  estimated  annual  saving  of  $5 
million,  which  the  military  proposes  to 
achieve  by  closing  the  fort,  it  will  re¬ 
quire  14  years  for  the  initial  closing  costs 
to  be  amortized. 

I  remind  Senators  that  4  years  of  the 
15-year  term  for  which  the  maneuver 
agreements  are  valid  have  already 
passed.  The  agreements  as  they  now 
stand  are  valid  for  11  more  years. 
Thus,  it  is  only  a  matter  of  basic 
arithmetic  to  see  that  the  Government 
is  actually  losing  money — some  $15  mil¬ 
lion,  to  be  specific — by  closing  the  fort 
instead  of  keeping  it  on  active  status  in 
order  to  preserve  the  maneuver  rights 
I  have  referred  to  and  which  are  valued 
at  some  $45  to  $50  million. 

Finally,  in  addition  to  the  false  econ¬ 
omy  being  practiced  by  our  Government 
in  this  regard,  I  want  to  state  specifi¬ 
cally  at  this  time  that  such  more  is  in¬ 
volved  in  the  proposed  closing  of  Fort 
Polk  than  dollars  and  cents. 

The  honor  of  our  Government  is  at 
stake. 

Is  the  solemn  word  of  the  U.S.  Govern¬ 
ment  now  reduced  to  nothing  more  than 
merely  another  scrap  of  paper? 

And  what  about  the  local  people 
themselves?  They  have  invested  heav¬ 
ily  in  public  improvements,  in  expanded 
water,  police,  sewerage,  recreational  and 
related  services.  They  have  incurred 
debt  upon  debt  in  order  to  provide  larger 
places  of  worship,  better,  more  whole¬ 
some  places  for  troops  and  their  depend¬ 
ents  to  spend  their  off-duty  hours. 
These  things  were  done  at  the  request 
of  the  Army  when  the  fort  was  re¬ 
opened — a  request  made  by  Army  offi¬ 
cials  to  the  local  civic  and  community 
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leaders  that  a  suitable  moral  atmosphere 
be  provided  for  personnel  stationed  at 
Fort  Polk. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  sorry  that  I  have 
spoken  at  such  length,  but  I  feel  very 
deeply  about  this  problem.  It  may  well 
be  that  I  have  placed  too  much  empha¬ 
sis  upon  the  effect  the  proposed  reduc¬ 
tion  in  army  strength  will  have  on  the 
people  of  one  area  of  my  State.  I  assure 
Senators  that  I  have  not  done  so  out  of 
a  spirit  of  selfishness,  but  because  I  am 
convinced  that  the  factors  about  which 
I  complain  are  symptoms  of  a  disease 
which  is  infecting  the  entire  executive 
branch. 

It  appears  that  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment,  from  the  Commander  in  Chief  on 
down,  has  become  almost  incapable  of 
keeping  its  word. 

The  military  has  broken  faith  with  the 
people  of  my  State,  in  closing  an  Army 
post  in  violation  of  a  solemn  promise. 

The  Defense  Establishment  has  broken 
faith  with  the  Congress,  by  refusing  to 
abide  by  congressional  intent  in  provid¬ 
ing  funds  and  authority  to  maintain 
Army  strength  at  not  less  than  900,000. 

The  President  and  his  military  chiefs 
have  breached  their  solemn  trust  im¬ 
posed  upon  them  by  the  Congress  and 
the  people  to  wisely  and  efficiently  han¬ 
dle  public  funds.  They  have,  under  the 
guise  of  economy,  embarked  upon  a 
course  which,  insofar  as  Fort  Polk,  La., 
may  be  concerned,  will  cost  the  Treas¬ 
ury  considerably  more  money  than  if  the 
fort  remained  on  an  active  status,  and 
the  7  million  acres  in  maneuver  rights 
remained  available  for  military  use  dur¬ 
ing  the  next  11  years. 

Finally,  the  military  brass  hats  have 
legal  loopholed  their  way  around  a  re¬ 
quirement  that  unexpended  defense 
money  appropriated  for  one  purpose  be 
used  for  the  next  highest  priority  items. 
They  have  taken  money  originally  pro¬ 
vided  for  military  aircraft  procurement 
and  used  it  to  purchase  sumptuous  air¬ 
craft  for  the  use  of  themselves  and  other 
Government  officials,  without  specific 
congressional  authority — or  even  so 
much  as  a  by-your-leave  to  the  Con¬ 
gress. 

Mr.  President,  I  lay  these  facts  before 
the  Senate  for  the  consideration  of  my 
colleagues  without  rancor,  but  only  to 
give  them  a  glimpse  of  what  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committees  of  the  Congress 
are  up  against  when  we  attempt  to  get 
a  dollar’s  worth  of  defense  for  every 
dollar  we  appropriate. 

I  urge  Senators  to  join  with  me  in 
voting  for  the  motion  offered  by  my 
junior  colleague  [Mr.  Long]  . 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  how  much 
time  remains  for  the  proponents? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  pro¬ 
ponents  have  15  minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  as  stated 
in  the  remarks  of  my  distinguished  col¬ 
league,  this  great  maneuver  area,  larger 
than  the  whole  State  of  Maryland,  was 
made  available  to  the  Army  at  no  cost 
whatever  by*  the  people  of  Louisiana. 
It  was  *timated  it  would  have  cost 
more  than  $50  million  in  a  neighboring 
State  to  obtain  the  only  other  possible 
maneuver  area  available  in  this  country. 
When  this  particular  cutback  was  made 
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the  Army  lost  the  whole  maneuver  area, 
and  will  not  be  able  to  get  it  back  at  any 
price.  The  overall  saving  to  which  ref¬ 
erence  is  made  is  supposed  to  be  $1 14 
million  this  year.  That  does  not  in¬ 
clude,  however,  the  added  costs  which 
may  run  into  many  millions  of  dollars 
for  breaking  existing  contracts.  That  is 
the  kind  of  economy  we  see  exercised  to¬ 
day.  It  is  a  part  of  the  overall  pro¬ 
gram. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  time,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Montana  [Mr.  Mansfield]. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  in 
acting  upon  the  Second  Supplemental 
Appropriations  Act  of  1959,  the  Senate 
inserted  an  amendment  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act  of 
1959,  which  provides  that  the  Marine 
Corps  will  be  maintained  at  an  end 
strength  of  200,000  for  fiscal  year  1959 — 
this  fiscal  year. 

This  action  by  the  Senate  is  not  an 
appropriation  of  funds.  Funds  to  estab¬ 
lish  and  maintain  the  Marine  Corps  at 
a  strength  of  200,000  were  appropriated 
by  Congress  in  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  Appropriation  Act  of  1959.  The 
money  has  been  appropriated — but  it 
has  not  been  allocated  to  the  Marine 
Corps  by  the  Pentagon,  as  Congress  in¬ 
tended. 

The  Senate  amendment  providing  for 
a  Marine  Corps  of  200,000  will  have  no 
affect  on  the  funds  of  the  Navy  or  any 
other  service  or  agency  of  government.  It 
will  not  restrict  the  availability  of  any 
funds  appropriated  in  the  Supplemental 
Appropriation  Act  or  in  the  Department 
of  Defense  Appropriation  Act  of  1959. 

The  Senate  proviso  on  Marine  Corps 
strength  is  entirely  consistent  with  Con¬ 
gressional  intent  on  Marine  Corps 
strength  expressed  when  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act  for 
1959  was  enacted  last  summer.  The  Sen¬ 
ate  Appropriations  Committee  Report  on 
that  act  stated: 

This  decision  to  appropriate  the  funds 
necessary  for  a  200,000-man  Marine  Corps 
was  made  with  full  consideration  of  the  fis¬ 
cal  and  military  limitations.  The  Commit¬ 
tee  desires  that  it  be  clearly  understood  by 
appropriate  agencies  in  the  Executive  Branch 
of  the  Government  that  it  is  the  clear-cut 
intent  of  the  Committee,  and  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  appropriating  legislation,  that  the 
Marine  Corps  be  maintained  at  the  strength 
of  200,000.  (S.  Rept.  No.  1937,  85th  Cong., 

2d  sess.,  p.  8.) 

The  Marine  Corps  proviso  is  stated  in 
form  identical  with  that  Congress 
adopted  in  the  Department  of  Defense 
Appropriation  Act  of  1959  for  Army  Re¬ 
serve  strength,  and  almost  identical  with 
the  Army  National  Guard  strength  pro¬ 
viso  in  the  same  law.  Pentagon  has 
treated  Army  Reserve  and  National 
Guard  provisos  as  mandatory.  This 
Marine  Corps  amendment  simply  places 
the  Marine  Corps  under  the  same  type 
of  strength  provision  in  the  1959  De¬ 
fense  Appropriation  Act  as  is  now  ac¬ 
corded  the  National  Guard  and  Army 
Reserve  in  that  same  act. 

The  present  Commandant  of  the  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps  and  his  predecessor  have  re¬ 
peatedly  testified  that  200,000  personnel 
is  the  minimum  required  to  maintain 
the  Marine  Corps  at  its  statutory  organ- 
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izational  strength  of  3  combat  divisions 
and  3  aircraft  wings.  This  statutory 
organizational  requirement  was  estab¬ 
lished  by  Congress  and  is  the  basis  of 
the  requirement  for  200,000  Marines. 
Reduction  to  the  175,000  directed  by  the 
Pentagon  requires  the  disbandment  of 
6  of  the  27  battalion  landing  teams 
comprising  the  primary  combat  elements 
of  the  marine  divisions.  For  the  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps  200,000  is  the  minimum  num¬ 
ber  required  to  comply  with  the  law. 
This  amendment  will  bring  the  person¬ 
nel  means  in  line  with  the  statutory 
organizational  requirement  established 
by  Congress. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  Washington 
Evening  Star  for  April  9,  1959,  I  noted 
an  article  entitled  “Civilian  Raises  From 
Army  Pay  Draws  Criticism.” 

The  article  reads: 

Tbe  Defense  Department  used  for  civilian 
pay  boosts  a  big  chunk  of  the  money  Con¬ 
gress  voted  last  year  to  maintain  the  Army’s 
strength. 

This  came  out  yesterday  at  a  Senate  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  hearing.  It  brought 
from  Senator  Ellender,  Democrat  of  Louisi¬ 
ana,  a  rumble  that  “somebody  ought  to  go 
to  jail.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Montana  has 
expired. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  fr&m  Louisiana  yield  me  1 
additional  minute?  . 

Mr.  LONG.  I  yield  1  additional  min¬ 
ute  to  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Montana  is  recognized  for 
1  additional  minute. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  balance 
of  the  article  from  the  Washington 
Evening  Star  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
to  show  how  the  Army  is  using  funds 
provided  for  the  maintenance  of  Army 
strength  for  civilian  pay  raises. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  balance 
of  the  article  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Maj.  Gen.  D.  W.  Traub,  Army  budget 
director,  said  the  transfer  of  funds  was  made 
under  the  language  of  the  civilian  pay  raise 
bill  enacted  by  Congress.  Fifty-eight  mil¬ 
lion  dollars  was  shifted  to  civilian  pay  raises 
from  $76  million  which  had  been  appropri¬ 
ated  to  maintain  the  size  of  the  Army. 

The  hearing  was  on  the  Army’s  request 
for  $42.4  million  in  additional  appropri¬ 
ations  for  the  current  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  The  House  cut  this  by  $4,240,000. 

Hugh  M.  Milton  II,  Army  Undersecretary, 
told  the  Senate  committee  that  the  entire 
amount  is  needed  to  make  up  for  unex¬ 
pected  expenses  incurred  in  the  landing  of 
troops  in  Lebanon  last  year. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
express  the  hope  that  the  Senate  in  its 
wisdom  will  once  again  reaffirm  its  posi¬ 
tion.  Instead  of  deleting  the  Senate 
language  on  amendment  19,  affecting  the 
strength  of  the  Army,  and  amendment 
22,  affecting  the  strength  of  the  Marine 
Corps,  the  Senate  should  vote  to  retain 
the  language  relating  to  the  strength 
of  these  two  branches  of  our  armed 
services. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Louisiana  has  the  floor. 
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Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LONG.  I  should  be  delighted  to 
yield  to  the  Senator,  but  I  must  inquire 
whether  the  opponents  desire  to  use  any 
time,  because  I  have  used  up  much  of 
the  time  in  favor  of  the  motion. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  should  be  glad  to 
make  a  brief  statement. 

Mr.  LONG.  The  only  point  I  had  in 
mind  was  that  I  dislike  to  use  up  all  the 
time  for  the  proposal.  If  the  Senator 
would  proceed,  then  we  can  use  the  ad¬ 
ditional  time  later. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  think  the  best  way 
to  begin  my  remarks  is  to  repeat  the 
statement  made  in  the  conference  re¬ 
port: 

The  Senate  receded  on  amendments  19 
and  22  with  the  greatest  of  reluctance  and 
only  because  the  lateness  In  the  year  pre¬ 
cludes  the  possibility  of  the  Army  and  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps  being  brought  up  to  the  strengths 
of  900,000  and  200,000,  respectively,  before 
June  30,  1959. 

At  the  present  time  the  Army  has  an 
enlisted  strength  of  872,200.  It  would 
require  that  27,800  men  be  enlisted  be¬ 
tween  now  and  the  first  of  July,  if  the 
strength  limitation  were  applied.  The 
Marine  Corps  has  a  strength  of  174,780, 
so  the  Marine  Corps  would  have  to  en¬ 
list  25,220  men  in  the  next  6  weeks. 
They  would  have  to  go  out  on  the  streets 
and  draft  men  to  get  that  many,  in  my 
judgment.  That  is  the  situation. 

I  was  in  sympathy  with  what  was 
done  by  the  committee,  because  I  voted 
2  years  ago  to  maintain  the  Marine 
Corps  at  a  proper  strength,  and  a  year 
ago  I  voted  to  maintain  both  the  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps  and  the  Army  at  a  proper 
strength.  I  still  feel  the  same  way 
about  the  matter. 

As  I  have  stated  many  times,  one  can¬ 
not  make  the  administration  spend 
money  if  it  does  not  want  to.  That  is  all 
there  is  to  it.  We  provided  the  money. 
We  provided  the  money  last  year,  and  we 
provided  the  money  the  year  before  for 
the  Marine  Corps.  The  administration 
refused  to  build  the  forces  up  to  the 
strength  to  which  they  should  have  been 
built. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  What  the  Senator  has 
stated  is  correct. 

Would  the  Senator  be  willing  to  go 
along  with  some  of  us  with  regal’d  to 
the  appropriation  bill  for  next  year,  to 
provide  that  if  the  money  is  not  used 
for  the  purpose  for  which  appropri¬ 
ated  it  cannot  be  used  for  any  other 
purpose? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  This  is  what  we  said 
in  the  report: 

The  conferees  are  agreed  that  the  entire 
matter  of  strength  of  the  Army  and  Marine 
Corps  will  be  a  matter  of  thorough  study 
during  the  consideration  of  the  1960  De¬ 
fense  Department  appropriation  bill. 

It  was  pointed  out  to  us  that  the 
authorizing  legislation  comes  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  of  which  Mr.  Vinson 
is  chairman.  He  objects — and  properly 
so — to  legislation  on  an  appropriation 
bill. 
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I  wish  to  point  out  in  that  connection 
that  while  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  was  a  limi¬ 
tation,  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Montana  involved  a 
change  in  the  statute.  I  could  have 
made  a  point  of  order  against  it,  but 
everything  was  in  one  package,  and  I 
thought  we  should  vote  on  the  question 
at  that  time. 

In  conference  the  House  conferees 
stated  that  there  was  no  hope  of  chang¬ 
ing  the  situation  in  any  way,  and  that 
we  might  as  well  yield  then.  They  stated 
that  if  we  did  anything  it  would  not  ac¬ 
complish  the  desired  results  withih  the 
next  6  weeks. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield.? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Is  this  the  last 
hope  we  have  here  tonight  of  trying  to 
impose  the  will  of  Congress  with  respect 
to  maintaining  the  Army  and  the  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps  strength  at  the  level  which 
Congress  thinks  proper? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  No;  it  is  not  the  last 
hope.  The  subject  can  be  taken  up 
again  when  the  regular  appropriation 
bills  are  under  consideration,  between 
now  and  June  30. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
not  able  to  remain  throughout  the  entire 
conference,  but  I  was  present  when  these 
items  were  first  discussed.  We  discussed 
them  for  about  35  or  40  minutes,  and 
then  passed  on  to  something  with  re¬ 
spect  to  which  there  was  greater  hope  of 
agreement. 

The  House  conferees  did  not  challenge 
the  merits  of  this  issue.  They  did  very 
strongly  insist  that  a  supplemental  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  was  not  the  place  to 
write  policy. 

They  further  insisted  that  they  were 
not  members  of  the  committee  of  the 
House  which  handles  appropriations  for 
the  Armed  Services,  and  that  for  that 
reason  they  could  not  accept  amend¬ 
ments  which,  in  one  instance  constituted 
legislation,  and  in  both  instances  defined 
military  policy. 

While  I  was  not  able  to  remain  until 
the  end  of  the  conference,  there  is  no 
doubt  in  my  mind  that  the  conferees 
with  whom  we  dealt  would  never  accept 
the  amendment  referred  to,  for  the  rea¬ 
son  that  it  did  not  belong  in  a  supple¬ 
mental  appropriation  bill. 

I  am  in  favor  of  an  Army  of  900,000 
and  a  Marine  Corps  of  200,000,  but  I 
must  admit  that  there  is  considerable 
cogency  to  the  argument  that  a  supple¬ 
mental  appropriation  bill  is  not  the 
proper  piece  of  legislation  to  utilize  for 
providing  for  those  numbers. 

There  are  involved  in  the  bill  a  large 
number  of  appropriations  for  various 
agencies  and  departments  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  In  the  instant  bill,  the  mili¬ 
tary  did  not  have  anything  like  its  pro¬ 
portionate  share  of  the  appropriations. 
Compared  with  the  total  budget,  it  had 
a  very  small  portion  of  the  whole. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  have  the  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  Holland]  recite  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate  the  items  representing  the  immedi¬ 
ate  emergency  we  must  meet,  which  was 


another  factor  which  caused  us  to  take 
the  action  we  took. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  was  present  when 
the  subject  was  first  discussed.  I  did 
not  remain  until  the  conclusion  of  the 
conference,  because  of  some  previous  en¬ 
gagements.  We  could  not  persuade  the 
representatives  of  the  other  body  even  to 
discuss  the  merits  of  the  proposal,  for 
the  reason  that  they  said  it  did  not 
belong  in  this  bill.  I  had  no  answer  to 
that  argument. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President, 
there  may  be  some  merit  in  the  position 
of  the  House  conferees.  Perhaps  there 
is  a  better  way  to  get  at  the  problem. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  was  the  conten¬ 
tion  of  the  House  conferees. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  In  other  words, 
they  believe  that  this  procedure  is  out  of 
line,  and  that  the  problem  should  be 
handled  in  connection  with  the  regular 
appropriation  bill.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  am  trying  to 
bring  the  picture  into  focus.  If  a  vote 
to  send  the  report  back  will  give  empha¬ 
sis  to  the  position  of  Congress,  or  what 
I  believe  to  be  the  will  of  Congress  as  it 
has  been  expressed  in  the  past — and  I 
believe  it  is  still  the  will  of  Congress — 
I  shall  vote  to  send  the  report  back.  If 
voting  to  send  it  back,  and  urging  the 
House  conferees  to  return  to  the  House 
and  obtain  a  vote  will  place  emphasis  on 
the  position  of  Congress,  so  that  the 
administration  may  know  that  we  are 
not  fooling,  and  that  we  honestly  be¬ 
lieve  that  our  military  strength  should 
be  brought  up  to  the  level  indicated,  I 
wish  to  vote  to  send  the  report  back. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  I  am  most 
disappointed  to  hear  the  argument  made 
by  my  great  and  distinguished  friend, 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Rus¬ 
sell].  It  was  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
who  advised  me  that  this  was  the  way 
to  go  about  accomplishing  our  object. 
I  wanted  to  offer  the  amendment  as  an 
amendment  to  the  draft  bill,  which  was 
in  the  Senator’s  committee.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  said  it  should  be  offered  to  an  ap¬ 
propriation  bill. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LONG.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  must  not 
misquote  me.  I  did  not  advise  him  to 
offer  this  amendment  in  connection  with 
a  supplemental  appropriation  bill.  I 
advised  him  to  offer  it  in  connection 
with  the  regular  appropriation  bill.  I 
say  that  the  proper  place  to  have  this 
issue  considered  is  in  connection  with 
the  regular  military  appropriation  bill, 
which  should  be  before  the  Senate  in 
the  next  few  weeks.  The  fiscal  year 
ends  on  June  30.  The  bill  which  pro¬ 
vides  funds  for  Ihe  Army,  Navy,  Air 
Force,  and  Marine  Corps,  will  be  before 
the  Senate  within  the  next  3  or  4  weeks. 
It  will  have  to  be  taken  up  before  the 
1st  of  July,  because  the  fiscal  year  ends 
on  June  30. 

I  still  say  that  the  proper  place  to 
fight  out  the  issue  is  in  connection  with 
the  Department  of  Defense  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  for  1960. 

Mr.  LONG.  My  understanding  was 
that  the  Senator  did  suggest  that  the 
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amendment  be  offered  to  a  supplemen¬ 
tal  bill.  That  was  several  months  ago, 
and  my  memory  may  have  faded,  just 
as  the  Senator’s  memory  may  have 
faded.  I  am  stating  my  impression.  I 
discussed  my  amendment  with  the  Par¬ 
liamentarian,  and  obtained  his  advice, 
in  order  to  make  sure  that  my  amend¬ 
ment  would  be  a  strict  limitation.  That 
is  how  I  offered  it. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator’s  amend¬ 
ment  was  entirely  in  order.  The  objec¬ 
tion  that  it  was  legislation  would  not  lie 
against  the  Senator’s  amendment.  The 
Senator  was  gracious  enough  to  tele¬ 
phone  me,  and  I  told  him  that  I  did  not 
oppose  his  amendment.  I  did  not  oppose 
it.  I  am  for  it  today.  I  am  in  favor  of 
an  Army  of  900,000,  and  I  favor  a  Marine 
Corps  of  200,000.  But  when  the  House 
conferees  said,  “We  could  not  undertake 
to  write  policy  because  we  are  not  the 
ones  who  appropriate,  and  we  are  not  on 
the  Armed  Services  Committee;  we  can¬ 
not  accept  the  amendment.  We  cannot 
even  discuss  the  merits,”  I  had  no  proper 
rejoinder.  I  stated  that  the  Senate 
favored  an  Army  of  900,000,  and  a 
Marine  Corps  of  200,000.  That  was  all 
I  could  say.  We  passed  over  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  amendment.  I  do  not 
know  what  finally  moved  the  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  but  if  the 
House  conferees  were  in  the  same  posi¬ 
tion  in  which  they  were  when  I  left  the 
conference,  the  result  was  inevitable. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  requested  me  to 
state  the  specific  emergency  items  which 
are  in  the  bill,  and  which  would  be  post¬ 
poned  in  the  event  the  conference  re¬ 
port  were  not  promptly  acted  upom.  I 
am  very  happy  to  comply. 

The  first  item  is  for  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Board,  to  make  payments  to  air 
carriers.  Incidentally,  there  are  no 
trunk  carriers  on  the  list  to  receive  sub¬ 
sidies.  They  are  local  service  carriers. 
Since  April  30  we  have  been  in  default. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  because  of  the  short¬ 
age  of  funds,  payments  for  April  were 
made  only  to  the  extent  of  40  percent  of 
the  amount  approved.  So  60  percent  of 
the  April  payments  are  past  due,  and  all 
the  May  payments  are  now  due,  to  the 
total  amount  of  $14  million. 

I  invite  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to 
the  fact  that  interest  is  running  on  those 
items,  and  that  the  United  States  pays 
the  interest.  I  also  invite  attention  to 
the  fact  that  Mr.  Durfee,  chairman  of 
the  board,  appeared  before  the  commit¬ 
tee.  The  full  committee  conducted  the 
hearing.  He  made  it  perfectly  clear  that 
most  local  carriers  had  no  credit,  had  no 
balance  of  funds,  and  were  operating  on 
a  month-to-month  basis,  and  that  it  was 
vitally  necessary  that  they  be  paid  on 
time.  They  are  already  suffering. 

The  second  item  is  grants  in  aid  for 
airports  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency. 
There  is  a  past  due  item  of  $18  million, 
since  May  1st,  due  to  States  and  local 
authorities  which,  in  good  faith,  have 
spent  their  own  money  and  have  filed 
statements  with  the  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  and  have  shown  themselves  to 
be  entitled  to  such  payment.  Every  ad¬ 
ditional  day  the  payments  are  held  up, 
we  are,  in  effect,  withholding  payments 
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which  we  now  owe  to  the  States  and 
cities. 

Third — and  by  far  the  largest  item — 
is  grants  to  States  for  public  assistance, 
which  must  be  made  in  cash  on  May 
19th,  in  the  amount  of  $152  million. 
The  occasion  for  that  supplement  is  the 
increase  in  public  assistance  payments 
which  we  made  last  year  in  the  Congress, 
and  which  was  made  after  the  bill  had 
been  approved  last  year. 

The  States  have  every  right  to  expect 
from  us  the  cash  payments  on  May  19. 

I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  a  bill 
has  already  been  set  for  May  19 — the  in¬ 
surance  tax  bill — and  I  call  attention, 
further,  to  the  fact  that  there  is  no 
chance  to  get  this  report  back  into  con¬ 
ference  until  some  time  next  week,  if  it 
is  rejected. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  ask  the  Chairman 
to  indulge  me  for  just  another  minute. 
It  is  peculiarly  distasteful  to  the  chair¬ 
man  and  myself  to  make  any  appeal  on 
this  matter,  when  we  are  so  thoroughly 
in  sympathy  with  the  objective  sought 
by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  and  those 
who  sustained  him,  and  with  the  objec¬ 
tive  of  the  Senator  from  Montana  and 
those  who  supported  him.  But  we  think 
we  know  that  the  objective  which  they 
want  to  subserve  cannot  possibly  be  at¬ 
tained  in  the  balance  of  this  fiscal  year, 
within  the  6  weeks  which  are  covered  by 
the  supplemental  bill.  We  feel,  besides, 
that  the  wording  of  the  amendments, 
which  we  know  had  to  be  quickly  drawn, 
would  not  bring  about  the  objectives 
sought  even  if  they  could  be  attained 
in  the  6-week  period. 

I  read  the  principal  one,  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  Army.  It  reads: 

That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appro¬ 
priated  shall  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  re¬ 
ducing  the  strength  of  the  active  Army  be¬ 
low  900,000,  nor  be  expended  directly  or  in¬ 
directly  for  the  purpose  of  transporting  any 
person  or  persons  pursuant  to  any  plan  or 
program  for  reducing  the  strength  of  the 
Army  below  900,000. 

The  bitter  truth  is  that  the  Army  has 
already  been  reduced  by  28,000  below 
900,000.  The  wording  of  the  amend¬ 
ment,  which  we  all  approved,  not  know¬ 
ing  what  was  in  it,  but  understanding 
the  worthy  objectives  which  animated 
those  who  offered  it,  just  could  not  be 
carried  out  in  those  6  weeks. 

So,  Mr.  President,  without  further  dis¬ 
cussion  of  the  matter,  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  Senate  should  accept  in  good  faith 
the  assurance  of  the  chairman  of  the 
committee — and  I  join  him  in  that 
assurance,  and  I  am  certain  that  every 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  also  joins  him — that  we  will  sup¬ 
port  the  objectives  in  the  consideration 
of  the  annual  bill. 

I  see  on  the  floor  the  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  who  will  handle  that  bill. 
I  know  he  was  thoroughly  in  sympathy 
with  this  objective. 

However,  after  all,  when  we  supplied 
the  money  last  year  and  supplied  the 
selective  service  bill,  and  the  administra¬ 
tion  does  not  use  either  the  money  or  the 
selective  service  bill,  and  we  are  giving 
it  6  weeks  to  complete  the  strength  that 
we  voted  a  year  ago,  there  is  no  use  to 


hold  up  any  important  items  for  an 
objective  which  cannot  be  attained  in 
the  bill.  For  that  reason,  Mr.  President, 
I  hope  that  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Louisiana  will  not  insist  on  his 
motion. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  knows  that  there 
is  no  man  for  whom  I  have  greater  re¬ 
spect  than  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell],  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices.  Many  times  since  I  have  been  a 
Member  of  the  Senate,  because  of  par¬ 
liamentary  rules  and  various  reasons  we 
end  up  by  being  told,  “We  would  like  to 
do  something  to  relieve  this  problem,  but 
under  present  conditions  we  cannot  do 
anything  at  this  time.” 

I  would  merely  like  to  say  to  my  col¬ 
leagues  that  I  was  in  Berlin  last  month. 
I  had  dinner  with  Mayor  Willy  Brandt. 
The  gentleman  on  my  right  said,  “We 
very  much  appreciate  the  statement 
made  by  your  great  President  that  he 
will  not  give  an  inch  in  the  Berlin  situa¬ 
tion,  but  it  is  very  difficult  for  us  to  co¬ 
ordinate  that  with  the  fact  that  you 
intend  to  cut  further  your  combat  di¬ 
visions,  which  have  already  been  cut 
from  24  to  15,  and  now  we  understand 
they  are  going  to  be  cut  by  4  more  under 
recent  plans.”  He  apparently  knew  as 
much  about  the  subject  as  many  of  us 
know  of  it. 

I  believe  the  time  has  come  when  we 
myist  face  up  to  the  fact  that  we  are  not 
going  to  have  a  satisfactory  foreign  poli¬ 
cy  with  words.  We  must  back  up  that 
policy  with  action.  It  was  for  that  rea¬ 
son  that  I  was  sympathetic  to  the  posi¬ 
tion  taken  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Long].  Whether 
or  not  we  are  supporting  six  air  forces  is 
an  administrative  problem,  not  a  legis¬ 
lative  problem.  I  am  not  an  expert  in 
the  matter.  It  would  seem  to  me  that 
we  are,  and  that  the  American  taxpayers 
are  being  forced  to  support  six  air 
forces,  and  that  those  air  forces  are  not 
coordinated. 

I  read  the  report  of  the  press  confer¬ 
ence  the  President  held  yesterday,  with 
reference  to  whether  we  are  spending 
$250  million  on  waiters  and  servants  and 
chauffeurs  in  the  armed  services.  That 
is  an  executive  problem.  It  is  a  prob¬ 
lem  of  administration,  and  a  problem  of 
good  business  management. 

But  this  I  do  know,  Mr.  President.  If 
we  continue  to  reduce  our  Armed  Forces, 
at  the  same  time  that  we  say  we  do  not 
intend  to  further  appease  the  Commu¬ 
nists,  we  are  simply  talking,  as  against 
acting. 

There  was  once  a  great  President  of 
the  United  States  who  said,  “Speak  softly 
and  carry  a  big  stick.”  Apparently  all 
we  are  doing  is  indulging  in  a  great  deal 
of  talking  and  at  the  same  time  continu¬ 
ing  to  whittle  on  the  stick. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  how 
much  time  remains  to  the  proponents? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eight 
minutes. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  wish  to  answer  one  or 
two  arguments  which  have  been  made. 


It  has  been  said  that,  as  a  technical 
matter,  my  amendment  is  not  in  order. 
I  discussed  that  subject  with  the  Par¬ 
liamentarian.  I  rely  on  him.  I  ac¬ 
cepted  his  interpretation  of  the  question 
as  to  whether  the  amendment  would  be 
in  order.  Since  the  Army  is  already  be¬ 
low  900,000  in  strength,  I  interpret  the 
amendment  to  mean  that  no  funds  in 
the  bill  could  be  used  to  effect  any  fur¬ 
ther  cutback,  no  matter  what  the 
strength  at  the  moment  might  be. 

So  far  as  the  question  of  legislating 
on  an  appropriation  bill  is  concerned, 
with  reference  to  the  Marine  Corps, 
that  could  be  worked  out  in  conference, 
if  any  modification  were  necessary. 

Let  me  tell  Senators  that  we  are 
never  going  to  win  our  battle  against 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  and  we  will 
be  hamstrung  and  tied  down  by  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  so  long  as  we  do 
not  have  the  desire  to  win. 

Mr.  President,  last  year  the  football 
team  of  the  year  was  the  Louisiana 
State  University  Tigers  and  the  player 
of  the  year  was  a  member  of  that  team 
named  Billy  Cannon.  He  appeared  on 
a  TV  program,  and  he  was  asked  the 
question,  “What  do  you  think  is  the  most 
important  thing  for  a  football  team  to 
have?” 

He  said,  “The  desire  to  win.” 

Mr.  President,  the  conferees  came 
back  to  us  and  told  us,  “We  tried  very 
hard,  but  the  House  would  not  con¬ 
sider  it.” 

I  say  that  if  we  can  win  this  vote 
over  the  opposition  of  a  great  man  like 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Ml  Russell],  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services,  who  has 
said  we  cannot  win,  then  I  say  we  can 
win.  I  say  we  can  win,  and  the  House 
will  understand  that.  That  is  some¬ 
thing  they  can  understand,  if  we  can 
carry  the  vote  against  Dick  Russell. 
If  we  can  do  that,  we  can  win. 

All  we  have  to  do  is  fight. 

If  Senators  really  want  to  win,  they 
must  vote  for  this  motion.  The  House 
will  consider  it.  If  we  lose,  at  least  we 
will  be  able  to  say,  “We  tried,  we  tried 
very  hard.” 

Mr.  CLARK.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mi-.  LONG.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK.  I  am  happy  to  support 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  in  his  pend¬ 
ing  motion  in  spite  of  the  parliamentary 
difficulties  which  have  been  raised  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Arizona  and 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Georgia. 

We  need  a  sound,  secure  national  de¬ 
fense,  and  we  do  not  have  it  now  in  per¬ 
haps  the  most  important  field  of  all,  and 
that  is  in  being  able  to  fight  brush  fires, 
which  we  feel  we  will  be  confronted  with 
in  the  future,  as  we  have  been  in  the  past. 
To  fight  a  brush  fire  war  we  must  have  a 
strong  Marine  Corps  and  we  must  have  a 
strong  Army.  I  believe  that  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  would  render  a  pub¬ 
lic  service  tonight  of  the  highest  order 
by  supporting  the  determination  that 
this  body  is  not  going  to  sit  idly  by  and 
see  the  strength  of  our  Aimed  Forces 
decreased  by  an  administration  which 
to  all  outward  appearances  is  callous  to 
the  major  challenge  of  our  time. 
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Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  me  some  time? 

Mr.  LONG.  I  yield  30  seconds  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  read  an  editorial  published  in  the 
Journal  American  of  May  3,  1959: 

TJ.S.  Right  Arm 

If  a  brush-fire  war  erupts  anywhere  on  the 
globe,  the  first  line  of  U.S.  defense  is  still — 
as  it  has  been  for  over  180  years — the  Marine 
Corps. 

For  any  Pentagon  civilian  planners  who 
fail  to  get  that  point,  the  Senate  spelled  it 
out  and  underlined  it  by  unanimous  vote  to 
halt  ill-advised  reductions  in  manpower  of 
the  Corps. 

The  Nation’s  security  demands  that  the 
Marines  be  maintained  at  full  strength  of 
200,000.  Congress  insisted  last  year  in  add¬ 
ing  budget  funds  to  that  effect.  Defense 
Department  reductions  in  the  Marines  were 
in  defiance  of  Congress’  order. 

The  Senate  has  now  reasserted  the  im¬ 
portance  of  the  Marines,  for  which  a  grate¬ 
ful  Nation  must  give  thanks. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  how  much 
time  have  I  remaining? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Louisiana  has  3  minutes 
remaining. 

Mr.  LONG.  If  there  are  no  further 
requests  for  time,  I  yield  my  remaining 
3  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  the 
cost  of  restoring  the  Army’s  strength  to 
900,000  on  a  yearly  basis  would  be  ap¬ 
proximately  $100  million.  The  cost  of 
restoring  the.  Marine  Corps  to  a  strength 
of  200,000  would  be  $45  million.  I  think 
this  is  the  best  investment  the  country 
could  make,  to  get  55,000  fighting  men 
for  only  $145  million. 

When  we  think  of  all  the  waste  in 
the  Army  which  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  and  the  administration  are  tol¬ 
erating,  the  idea  that  we  cannot  af¬ 
ford  $145  million  to  get  an  Army  di¬ 
vision  and  to  get  6  Marine  battalion 
landing  teams  seems  to  me  utterly  ri¬ 
diculous. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LONG.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  was  interested  in 
noting  what  the  distinguished  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  said.  He  cited  figures  which  indi¬ 
cated  that  the  strength  of  the  Marine 
Corps  is  now  below  175,000,  which  is  the 
minimum  set  by  the  administration,  not 
by  Congress.  According  to  press  re¬ 
ports,  if  it  is  not  the  case  now,  before 
the  end  of  the  month  the  Army  will  be 
below  the  floor  of  870,000,  and  down  to 
around  869,000.  So  is  the  administra¬ 
tion  going  to  use  this  as  a  temporary 
stop  and  then  continue  to  go  down, 
down,  and  down?  Where  will  the  ad¬ 
ministration  stop?  And  when  they  do, 
how  much  will  it  really  cost  us  then? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  say 
to  the  distinguished  and  genial  Senator 
from  Louisiana  that  if  this  matter  went 
back  to  conference,  it  would  be  a 
pyrrhic  victory,  to  say  the  least.  Will 
the  Senator  tell  me  how  in  the  6  weeks 
between  now  and  June  30  it  will  be  pos¬ 
sible  to  find,  train,  and  equip  26,000  men 


for  the  Marine  Corps,  because  this  au¬ 
thority  dies  on  June  30? 

Mr.  LONG.  I  suggest  that  we  vote 
now  and  then  let  us  challenge  our 
friends  in  the  House  to  see  how  they 
feel  about  it.  Let  the  entire  House  vote. 
I  do  not  think  we  have  here  an  expres¬ 
sion  of  the  view  of  the  House.  Let  us 
ask  the  House  conferees  to  let  the  en¬ 
tire  House  vote  on  the  question.  Per¬ 
haps  we  can  persuade  them  to  have  the 
House  vote  on  the  question.  Let  us  see 
what  we  can  get.  We  got  nothing  on 
the  last  round. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  There  is  no  power 
under  the  canopy  of  heaven  that  will 
find  26,000  men  who  can  be  trained  for 
service  in  the  Marine  Corps  by  June  30. 
There  is  no  power  under  the  canopy  of 
God’s  heaven  which  will  find  30,000 
doughboys  to  be  placed  in  the  Army  and 
trained  by  June  30. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Let  me  make  my 
case,  please. 

Suppose  the  House  does  not  yield  on 
the  regular  bill  when  it  comes  up,  and 
says  it  will  not  set  a  new  level  of  forces. 
Then  we  will  have  marched  up  the  hill 
and  marched  down  again,  all  in  a  period 
of  6  weeks.  We  will  then  have  won  a 
straw  victory,  and  nothing  more.  But 
what  we  will  have  done  will  be  to  ad¬ 
vertise  to  the  whole  wide  world,  includ¬ 
ing  Berlin,  that  there  is  a  difference 
between  the  House  and  the  Senate  when 
it  comes  to  the  defense,  security,  and 
preparedness  of  this  country.  I  prefer 
not  to  do  it  in  the  headlines.  I  prefer 
not  to  see  the  statement:  “House  and 
Senate  cannot  agree.  House  is  ada¬ 
mant.  Senate  has  to  go  back  to  con¬ 
ference.” 

Is  that  the  kind  of  disunity  Senators 
want  to  have  ventilated?  I  would 
rather  wait  6  weeks  and  see  what  can 
be  done  in  the  regular  supply  bill,  as  the 
Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Holland]  has 
so  well  pointed  out,  when  he  says  we 
should  wait  a  little  while.  The  old  age 
assistance  fund  is  in  this  bill.  That 
fund  has  run  out  of  money,  or  will  run 
out  of  money  on  the  coming  Sunday. 
At  least  8  or  10  other  functions  will  be 
out  of  money. 

The  Senate  can  send  the  bill  back  if 
it  likes ;  but  I  will  not  agree  to  our  penal¬ 
izing  the  people  who  are  depending  on 
those  funds.  I  will  not  advertise  to  the 
whole  wide  world  that  I  am  at  variance 
with  the  House  or  that  there  is  a  diffi¬ 
culty  between  this  body  and  the  other 
body  as  to  the  whole  question  of  the 
level  of  forces,  when  it  takes  so  little 
time  to  get  the  question  worked  out,  but 
it  could  not  be  achieved  if  we  had  all 
the  power  in  the  universe  to  do  it,  be¬ 
cause  it  cannot  be  done  between  now 
and  June  30. 

I  ask  the  chairman  of  the  committee: 
Am  I  correct? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  was  the  testi¬ 
mony,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  It  was. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Indeed  It  was.  Sena¬ 
tors  can  cherish  their  own  feelings  about 
this,  as  everybody  else  can,  but  that  is 


no  reason  for  a  spectacle  now,  when  we 
can  deal  with  the  question  in  the  regu¬ 
lar  supply  bill,  which,  as  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]  has  so  well 
said,  will  be  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
in  3  or  4  weeks.  At  that  time  ample 
opportunity  will  be  afforded  to  deal  with 
this  policy  problem. 

Mr,  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
chairman  yield  me  5  minutes? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield  5  minutes  to 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  dislike  to  let  an  argu¬ 
ment  made  by  so  powerful  and  able  a 
Senator  as  the  distinguished  minority 
leader  go  unanswered  before  the  Senate 
votes  on  this  matter.  One  of  his  argu¬ 
ments  was  that  he  would  dislike  to  have 
the  world  think  that  the  House  and  Sen¬ 
ate  could  not  agree.  The  world  knows 
now  that  we  cannot  agree.  The  Senate 
voted  for  a  strong  Army.  The  House 
itself  did  not  turn  us  down;  it  was  sim¬ 
ply  five  or  six  Members  of  the  House  who 
turned  us  down.  The  word  which  went 
around  the  world  was  not  that  the  House 
and  Senate  could  not  agree;  the  word 
was  that  the  Senate  surrendered.  That 
was  the  word  that  went  around  the 
world;  it  was  just  that  simple. 

All  I  am  saying  is  that  although  the 
conferees  surrendered,  the  Senate  itself, 
if  it  wants  to,  can  give  battle.  We  have 
not  given  up  yet. 

It  was  said  by  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  that  the  old-age  pension  funds 
might  run  short  temporarily.  I  have 
been  a  sponsor,  year  by  year,  of  an 
amendment  to  increase  those  funds.  No 
one  here  could  have  any  more  interest 
in  old  folks  than  I  have.  I  offered  an 
amendment  last  year  which  would  have 
provided  increased  pensions  for  every 
old  person  in  America,  but  I  could  not 
persuade  Republican  Senators  to  vote 
for  it..  The  amendment  lost  on  a  tie 
vote. 

The  amendment  would  have  provided 
substantially  increased  funds  for  Illi¬ 
nois,  but  I  could  not  get  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirk- 
sen]  to  vote  for  it.  That  amendment 
lost  on  a  tie  vote. 

Do  Senators  think  the  junior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]  is  more 
interested  in  grandma  than  I  am?  After 
making  this  fight  for  the  old  folks,  do 
not  Senators  know  that  I  am  interested 
in  aged  citizens?  If  there  were  any  real 
danger  of  injuring  them,  I  would  not  be 
offering  this  motion. 

I  am  willing  to  take  a  chance  and  go 
back  to  conference.  I  want  to  save 
America  by  trying  to  maintain  an  ade¬ 
quate  Army  and  Marine  Corps.  The 
junior  Senator  from  Illinois  made  the 
argument  that  it  would  be  difficult  to  get 
the  number  of  men  required  by  June  30. 
I  ask  him  and  I  ask  the  Senate  the  same 
question:  Have  we  really  tried?  How  do 
we  know  we  cannot  get  the  men,  if  we  do 
not  try?  I  say  to  the  conferees:  “Go 
back  again  and  try.”  Is  that  asking  too 
much? 

The  conferees  did  well  in  conference. 
It  took  them  14  days  to  bring  the  bill 
back.  I  adjure  them:  Please  try  again. 
If  they  cannot  win,  will  they  not  let  us 
send  as  conferees  some  who  will  try  and 
continue  to  try  to  win? 
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If  the  House  Itself  will  tell  us  “No,” 

I  am  perfectly  willing  to  quit.  But  until 
the  House  tells  us  “No,"  I  am  not  willing 
to  accept  the  word  of  the  House  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  conference,  at  least  one  of 
whom  may  be  benefiting  his  district  by 
having  remants  of  discontinued  bases 
moved  into  his  district. 

They  stand  adamant.  They  will  not 
even  consider  our  proposal,  even  when  we 
say  the  defense  of  America  is  being  de¬ 
stroyed.  Oh,  yes;  if  there  is  any  bene¬ 
fit  to  their  districts,  they  are  willing  to 
go  along  with  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
and  will  not  even  listen  to  us  for  a  min¬ 
ute.  But  I  ask  them  to  let  the  House 
vote. 

If  the  House  turns  us  down,  I  will  be 
satisfied.  I  can  then  go  home  and  tell 
the  people  of  my  State:  “I  have  tried  as 
best  I  could.”  That  is  all  I  ask. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  do  not  want  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  to  get  away  with  what 
he  has  said:  He  is  badly  worried  that 
Russia  and  the  rest  of  the  world  will 
know  that  there  are  differences  of  opin¬ 
ion  between  the  House  and  Senate.  But 
Russia  knows  now  that  the  recommenda¬ 
tion,  in  this  instance,  to  reduce  the 
strength  of  the  Army  below  900,000  and 
the  strength  of  the  Marines  below  200,- 
000,  was  not  a  recommendation  of  either 
the  Senate  or  the  House,  but  was  a  rec¬ 
ommendation  of  the  administration, 
which  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Dirksen]  so  well  represents. 

Russia  was  first  notified  by  the  ad¬ 
ministration  that  it  did  not  want  the 
Marines  maintained  at  a  strength  of  200,- 
000,  and  did  not  want  the  Army  main¬ 
tained  at  a  strength  of  900,000. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  say  that  not  a  scintilla  of  the  bill  will 
carry  the  levels  below  where  they  are 
now.  Yet  some  Senators  propose  the  im¬ 
possible  task  of  finding  the  additional 
personnel  between  now  and  the  30th  of 
June. 

My  friend  likes  to  poke  fun  about 
voting  against  an  amendment  to  make 
such  an  increase.  What  he  is  saying 
today  is  that  they  will  be  out  of  funds  on 
Sunday,  and  that  we  should  give  them 
no  additional  funds,  to  be  paid  to  those 
who  are  on  the  old  age  assistance  rolls, 
until  we  settle  a  policy  matter  in  a  sup¬ 
plemental  appropriation  bill  where  such 
an  item  has  no  business  being,  in  the 
first  place. 

There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  begging 
of  the  question,  here;  but  it  will  be 
a  rather  sorry  business,  Mr.  President,  if 
we  adopt  the  motion  to  reconsider  the 
vote  by  which  the  conference  report  was 
agreed  to  earlier  this  afternoon  by  the 
Senate. 

I  may  say  that  they  do  not  have  to 
put  me  on  notice;  I  learned  long  ago 
that  a  conference  report  is  a  privileged 
matter,  and  every  Senator  is  supposed 
to  be'  alerted  to  it.  It  came  here  in  the 
usual  course,  notwithstanding  all  the 
noise  which  was  made,  and  was  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  usual  course  by  a  very 


gracious  chairman  who  always  is  willing, 
to  give  everyone  his  day  in  court. 

Then,  of  course,  we  fussed  about  it. 

But  I  am  willing  to  have  the  Senate 
vote  now. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
back  the  remainder  of  the  time  under 
my  control. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Can¬ 
non  in  the  chair) .  The  clerk  will  call 
the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President  I  rise 
to  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  As  I  understand,  the 
pending  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which 
the  conference  report  was  adopted  by 
the  Senate  earlier  this  afternoon. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Under 
the  unanimous-consent  agreement,  the 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the 
conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

On  this  question,  the  yeas  and  nays 
have  been  ordered;  and  the  clerk  will 
call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd], 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Church], 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Frear], 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Gore], 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson], 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Kennedy],  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Kerr],  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Moss],  the  Senator  from  Montana 
[Mr.  Murray],  and  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Stennis]  are  absent  on 
official  business. 

I  further  announce  that,  if  present 
and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Montana 
[Mr.  Murray]  would  vote  “yea.” 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Dworshak] 
and  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Saltonstall]  are  absent  on  official 
business. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Bridges],  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
[Mr.  Gold  water],  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  Hickenlooper],  and  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Morton]  are  neces¬ 
sarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Wiley],  the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Schoeppel],  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
[Mr.  Williams],  and  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  [Mr.  Young]  are  detained 
on  official  business. 

If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  [Mr.  Gold  water],  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Morton], 
the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Schoep¬ 
pel],  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Wiley],  and  the  Senator  from  Dela¬ 
ware  [Mr.  Williams]  would  each  vote 
“nay.” 


The  result  was  announced — yeas  33, 


nays  45,  as  follows: 

Cannon 

YEAS— 33 
Hartke 

Muskie 

Chavez 

Humphrey 

Proxmire 

Clark 

Jackson 

Randolph 

Douglas 

Johnston,  S.C. 

Smathers 

Eastland 

Jordan 

Sparkman 

Ellender 

Langer 

Symington 

Engle 

Long 

Talmadge 

Ervin 

McClellan 

Thurmond 

Fulbright 

McNamara 

Williams,  N.J. 

Gruening 

Mansfield 

Yarborough 

Hart 

Morse 

Young,  Ohio 

Aiken 

NAYS — 45 
Cooper 

Lausche 

Allott 

Cotton 

McCarthy 

Anderson 

Curtis 

McGee 

Bartlett 

Dirksen 

Magnuson 

Beall 

Dodd 

Martin 

Bennett 

Green 

Monroney 

Bible 

Hayden 

Mundt 

Bush 

Hennings 

Neuberger 

Butler 

Hill 

O’Mahoney 

Byrd,  W.  Va. 

Holland 

Pastore 

Capehart 

Hruska 

Prouty 

Carlson 

Javits 

Robertson 

Carroll 

Keating 

Russell 

Case,  N.J. 

Kefauver 

Scott 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Kuchel 

Smith 

NOT  VOTING— 20 

Bridges 

Hickenlooper 

Saltonstall 

Byrd,  Va. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Schoeppel 

Church 

Kennedy 

Stennis 

Dworshak 

Kerr 

Wiley 

Frear 

Morton 

Williams,  Del. 

Goldwater 

Moss 

Young,  N.  Dak. 

Gore 

Murray 

So  the  motion  to  reconsider  was  re¬ 
jected. 


REPRINTING  OF  HOUSE  DOCUMENT 
\  NO.  451,  84TH  CONGRESS 

fl{r.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  Order  No.  221,  House  Con¬ 
current  Resolution  95,  and  ask  that  it 
be  made  the  unfinished  business. 

The  'PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
concurrent  resolution  will  be  stated  by 
title.  \ 

The  Leg  fur.  ATI  ve  Clerk.  A  concurrent 
resolution  (H.  Con.  Res.  95)  authorizing 
the  reprinting-  of  House  Document  451 
of  the  84th  Congress. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  f\om  Montana. 

The  motion  waV  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to,  consider  the  concur¬ 
rent  resolution.  \ 


A  CHRISTIAN  POSITION  ON  U.S. 

FOREIGN  VlD 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  MA  President,  in 
view  of  the  attention  that  is  being  fo¬ 
cused  on  evaluation  of  out  foreign-aid 
program,  I  invite  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  an  excellent  statement  recent¬ 
ly  presented  to  the  Draper  committee  by 
the  Committee  on  Economic  Life  of  the 
Catholic  Association  for  International 
Peace,  entitled  “A  Christian  Position  on 
U.S.  Foreign  Aid.”  \ 

This  statement  deserves  the  attention 
of  all  Americans  who  desire  to  impWve 
our  foreign-aid  program.  Permit  mevto 
quote  briefly  from  it:  \ 

Foreign  economic  assistance  should  clearly 
manifest  our  positive  national  purpose  air 
being  motivated  by  our  sense  of  moral  obli¬ 
gation  In  the  name  of  social  justice,  a  factor 
unfortunately  obscured  by  the  present  struc- 
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tureVof  MSP.  As  a  country  blessed  with  an 
abundance  of  resources,  we  must  recognize 
economic  aid  as  simply  our  particular  con¬ 
tributions  toward  the  enhancement  of  the 
common  gnpd  or  general  welfare  of  the  com¬ 
munity  of  \nations.  Economic  assistance 
should  therefore  be  channeled  to  under¬ 
developed  countries,  whether  allied  with  us 
or  not,  for  the  primary  purpose  of  promoting 
their  social  and  economic  development. 

This  statement\tates  what  our  for¬ 
eign-aid  program’s  i'uime  purpose  should 
be,  namely,  one  of  helping  our  fellow- 
men  to  a  better  life.  The  Catholic  Asso¬ 
ciation  for  International^  Peace  is  to  be 
commended  for  this  fine  ajjd  thoughtful 
statement 

I  ask  unanimous  consent Nthat  it  be 
inserted  in  full  at  this  point  in  the 
Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  theSstate- 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  i\  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

A  Christian  Position  on  U.S.  Foreign 
(Policy  statement  submitted  to  Draper  Com-' 
mittee  by  committee  on  economic  life,  the 
Catholic  Association  for  International 
Peace) 

A  major  problem  of  our  time  is  the  growing 
competition  between  contending  routes  to 
the  good  society  for  the  minds  and  hearts  of 
the  people  of  the  less  developed  countries  of 
the  world.  The  problem  is  made  compell- 
ingly  urgent  by  the  widening  gulf  between 
the  well-being  of  some  and  the  vital  insuffi¬ 
ciencies  of  others.  For  the  less  developed 
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long  as  there  exists  a  major  threat  to  the 
peace  of  the  world  by  military  aggression  and 
armed  subversion,  the  United  States  must 
continue  to  furnish  military  assistance,  in¬ 
cluding  defense  support,  to  its  allies  where 
such  assistance  and  support  is  provided  on 
the  basis  of  need  and  military  effectiveness 
and  clearly  serves  military,  strategic  pur¬ 
poses. 

It  is  understood  that  military  assistance 
in  some  countries  is  given  for  political  rath¬ 
er  than  military  purposes,  but  on  several 
grounds  it  would  seem  undesirable  to  give 
military  assistance  to  an  underdeveloped 
country  if  it  does  not  serve  a  military  end. 

Where  military  assistance  has  the  effect  of 
keeping  an  unpopular  or  oppresive  regime  in 
power,  the  United  States  seemingly  alines 
itself  with  reactionary  elements  and  acts 
contrary  to  the  demands  of  social  justice. 
In  such  cases  it  would  appear  impossible, 
through  such  aid,  to  have  any  substantial 
effect  on  the  governments  in  the  direction  of 
social  reform  and  economic  development; 
their  policies  may  even  run  counter  to  these 
vital  objectives. 

Substantial  military  assistance  frequently 
disrupts  the  local  economy  by  distorting  the 
production  pattern  and  by  generating  infla¬ 
tionary  pressures,  producing  further  social 
injustice.  To  the  extent  inflation  and  mis¬ 
direction  of  production  result,  the  economy/ 
will  Be  weakened  and  the  country  will  becor 
increasingly  dependent  on  external  assist¬ 
ance.  Such  a  result  is  contrary  to  our/ob¬ 
jective,  which  is  to  foster  national  /Inde¬ 
pendence  Nbased  on  economic  st/ength. 
Economic'  growth  which  results  ojfly  from 


external  assis 


is  not 


taining. 


countries  the  problem  emerges  as  a  matter  ^  Economic  strength  reflects  a  condition  which 


of  judging  the  relative  compatibility  of 
their  own  national  aspirations  with  the 
pluralist  course  of  development  offered  by 
free  societies  and,  alternatively,  with  the 
totalitarian  pattern  presented  by  commu¬ 
nism. 

For  the  United  States,  the  problem  is  fun¬ 
damentally  that  of  an  effective  identification 
of  its  national  interest  with  the  revolutionary 
new  national  aspirations  and  expectations 
which  serve  the  purpose  of  promoting  world 
peace  based  on  justice  and  the  rule  of  law. 
There  are  two  aspects  to  this  primary  objec¬ 
tive  of  the  United  States,  one  negative  and 
hopefully  short  term  in  its  current  scope 
and  magnitude,  the  other  positive  and  long 
term.  The  negative  or  static  aspect  involves 
measures  designed  to  assure  our  national 
survival  by  maintaining  a  balance  of  mili¬ 
tary  power  through  adequate  defense  and 
military  alliances.  The  positive  or  dynamic 
aspect  embraces  those  measures  and  policies^ 
whose  motivation  is  to  promote  social  ji 
tive  proportionately  to  our  moral  resj 
sibility  and  capacity  to  do  so,  through  vari¬ 
ous  forms  of  economic  assistance.  While  it 
is  in  the  underdeveloped  countries  tjifat  the 
future  alinement  of  political  power  inay  ulti¬ 
mately  be  decided,  this  objective/should  be 
ours  even  without  considerations  of  power. 

The  need  for  military  assistance  to  our  al¬ 
lies  is  more  self-evident  to/the  American 
people  than  is  the  need  foiveconomic  assist¬ 
ance  to  the  less  developed  Countries,  whether 
or  not  allies.  Accordingly,  the  economic 
life  committee  of  the  oAlP  respectfully  sub¬ 
mits  the  following  recommendations  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Draper  committee  in 
formulating  its  final  report. 

1.  That  there  pe  an  adequate  military  as¬ 
sistance  progr^fn  designed  to  promote  the 
mutual  defence  of  the  United  States  and  its 
allies.  / 

A  strong/ defense  posture  is  indispensable 
in  providing  the  shield  without  which  other 
measures  would  be  futile.  Security  for  our- 
selves/and  our  allies  is  of  fundamental  im¬ 
portance  to  or  leadership  role  and  to  the 
ccess  of  our  aims  of  social  Justice.  Mutual 
“Curity  is,  therefore,  a  valid  concept.  So 


may  result  from'external  assistance  in  part, 
but  which  becomes  manifest/in  a  country’s 
ability  to  sustain  balanced  Growth  prim'arily 
through  the  intelligent  yCe  of  its  own  re¬ 
sources.  The  United  ''States  may  not  lose 
the  world  contest  with\totalitarianism  be¬ 
cause  some  underdeveloped  countries  have 
a  few  divisions  less/  it  maV  eventually  lose 
this  struggle  if  siCch  countries  are  unable 
to  achieve  sustained  growth  through  effec¬ 
tive  participation  in  the  free  world  economy. 

2.  That  the  mutual  security,  program 
(MSP)  should  be  restricted  to  military  as¬ 
sistance,  including  limited  defense  support; 
and  economic  assistance  should  be  enacted 
in  separate  legislation  on  a  long-term, con¬ 
tinuing  basis. 

The  differing  objectives  of  the  two  prh 
grams  require  this  separation.  By  lumping 
rograms  having  such  different  objectives 
Into  one  piece  of  legislation,  the  statements 
made  in  support,  and  the  thinking,  too,  of 
our  national  leaders,  become  confused  and 
misunderstood  both  by  the  American  public 
and  by  the  countries  which  are  the  object 
of  our  efforts.  On  the  one  hand,  statements 
have  been  made  stressing  that  the  program 
as  a  whole  is  the  most  economical  way  to 
assure  our  national  security;  this  kind  of 
thinking  is  larded  through  the  handbooks 
and  pamphlets  put  out  by  the  Executive 
Branch  to  win  public  support  for  the  total 
program.  On  the  other  hand,  U.S.  Govern¬ 
ment  officials  have  asserted  that  we  have 
placed  too  much  emphasis  on  the  cold  war 
aspects  of  our  aid  program  and  too  little  on 
our  moral  responsibilities  to  the  underde¬ 
veloped  countries. 

Security  is  one  of  those  all-encompassing 
terms  which  is  subject  to  various  interpre¬ 
tations.  The  American  people  are  only  too 
apt  to  understand  security  in  the  limited 
sense  of  our  military  security,  and  fail  to  un¬ 
derstand  that  economic  aid  to  a  given  coun¬ 
try  has  any  relevance  to  our  security  in  any 
other  sense.  It  is  for  this  reason  that  it  is 
important  to  distinguish  between  military 
aid  programs  and  the  economic  aid  programs 
designed  to  promote  sustained  economic 
growth  and  stable,  viable  economies.  Both 


promote  U.S.  security,  but  in  rather  dif¬ 
ferent  ways.  Wehther  India,  for  example,/ 
is  lost  to  the  free  world  by  revolution  result 
ing  from  economic  collapse  or  from  external 
conquest,  the  results  are  equally  damaging 
to  our  ultimte  security. 

Economic  aid  no  longer  rides  on  th£  coat¬ 
tails  of  military  assistance,  because /Congress 
over  the  years  has  shown  a  greater  capacity 
to  distinguish  the  one  from  the/other.  In¬ 
deed,  it  appears  that  it  will  be  increasingly 
difficult  to  justify  the  necessary  magnitude 
of  economic  assistance,  whether  lumped  to¬ 
gether  with  military  spending  or  not,  unless 
a  better  case  is  made  for  it  on  its  own  dis¬ 
tinctive  merits  to  gain/the  widespread  sup¬ 
port  of  the  American  People. 

3.  That  the  objectives  of  economic  assist¬ 
ance  to  low-income  countries  should  empha¬ 
size  the  national  purpose  of  the  United 
States  to  further  the  ends  of  social  justice  in 
the  world  community. 

Foreign  economic  assistance  should  clearly 
manifest  opr  positive  national  purpose  as  be¬ 
ing  motivated  by  our  sense  of  moral  obliga¬ 
tion  in/the  name  of  social  justice,  a  factor 
unforJAmately  obscured  by  the  present  struc- 
ture/of  MSP.  As  a  country  blessed  with  an 
abjmdance  of  resources,  we  must  recognize 
e/onomic  aid  as  simply  our  particular  contri- 
lution  toward  the  enhancement  of  the  com¬ 
mon  good  or  general  welfare  of  the  commu¬ 
nity  of  nations.  Economic  assistance  should 
therefore  be  channeled  to  underdeveloped 
countries,  whether  allied  with  us  or  not,  for 
the  primary  purpose  of  promoting  their  so¬ 
cial  and  economic  development. 

Success  in  promoting  economic  develop¬ 
ment  and  social  justice  in  a  given  country 
might  well  lead  to  a  broader  measure  of  so¬ 
cial  and  political  stability.  Otherwise,  revo¬ 
lution  and  other  political  change  may  render 
our  total  foreign  policy  objectives  ineffec¬ 
tive — an  economic,  social,  political  outflank¬ 
ing  of  our  strategic  positions,  e.g„  Iraq. 

Our  national  purpose  should  recognize  the 
logical  implications  of  this  concept  which 
comprehends  the  vital  aspirations  of  the 
people  in  the  less-developed  areas.  The  peo¬ 
ple  in  these  areas  would,  as  a  consequence, 
be  much  less  inclined  to  see  the  United 
States  effort  as  a  cloak  for  a  new  colonialism. 
As  things  now  stand,  it  looks  to  many  of 
these  people  (with  the  aid  of  Communist 
propaganda)  that  we  are  motivated  in  all 
our  aid  programs  solely  by  concern  for  our 
national  security,  and  not  for  the  social 
progress  of  the  people  of  the  poorer  nations. 
Thus  we  appear  to  be  defenders  of  the  status 
^quo,  as  running  against  the  grain  of  history 
a  revolutionary  epoch.  Henry  A.  Kiss¬ 
inger  stated  this  point  aptly  in  the  New 
Yohk  Times  magazine  of  March  22,  1959: 
“Ultimately  the  unity  of  the  West  depends 
on  wnat  we  affirm  rather  than  on  what  we 
reject.  \Jt  must  flow  from  our  convictions 
and  hopeiL  not  our  fears.” 

Economrs  assistance  is  expected  to  con¬ 
tribute  to  economic  growth.  It  is  a  fact  that 
as  countries  grow  economically,  they  raise 
the  volume  of  their  imports.  Thus  American 
exporters,  as  well  as  the  exporters  of  other 
countries,  will  in Ntime  benefit  as  aid  leads 
to  higher  income  na  underdeveloped  coun¬ 
tries  and  consequently  to  a  higher  level  of 
world  trade. 

4.  That  social  and  fiscal  reforms  neces¬ 
sary  to  further  the  ends  cAsocial  justice  and 
sound  development  should\£>e  pursued  vig¬ 
orously. 

If  the  United  States  were  t\  demand  cer¬ 
tain  basic  reforms  as  a  condition  of  its  aid, 
as  has  been  suggested,  it  would  be  con¬ 
sidered  an  infringement  of  the  aidVeceiving 
country’s  sovereignty.  Yet  without  these 
reforms  economic  aid  is  apt  to  be  futne.  If, 
as  suggested  in  this  paper,  the  uiaited 
States  has  no  political  objective  in  its  eco¬ 
nomic  assistance  program  other  than  tti 
furtherance  of  social  justice  and  helping  thS 
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lal  resting  place  in  Arlington  National 
Cebaetery  on  Tuesday  of  this  week. 

I  nave  seen  many  Department  of  De- 
fense\fficials  come  and  go  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  butSI  have  never  encountered  among 
them  a  man  for  whom  I  had  greater  re¬ 
spect  thark  Don  Quarles.  He  inspired 
confidence.  \His  sense  of  honor  was  of 
the  highest,  'relatively  small  in  physi¬ 
cal  stature,  heNvas  big  in  hear  and  ca¬ 
pacity  for  service 

He  was  not  a  caNtive  of  high  ranking 
military  officers.  H\did  his  own  think¬ 
ing.  His  broad  expedience  in  industry 
and  science  gave  himVn  exceptionally 
fine  background  for  his  npportant  work 
in  the  Pentagon. 

Don  Quarles  is  going  to  bh missed.  A 
newcomer  to  the  Pentagon  \could  not 
possibly  bring  to  bear  such  experience 
and  understanding  of  the  multPbillion-* 
dollar  programs  of  defense.  Indeed, 
Don  Quarles  had  a  special  understanding 
of  the  technical  aspects  of  defense 
weapons  and  problems  which  few,  if  an5 
civilian  officials  or  military  officers  have' 
had  the  capacity  and  opportunity  to 
acquire. 

Don  Quarles  was  a  quiet  and  gentle 
man,  but  he  was  also  a  man  of  iron.  He 
had  ideas  and  convictions  and  he  stayed 
by  them.  With  respect  to  some  matters 
he  was  a  controversial  figure  in  the 
Pentagon.  No  doubt,  the  history  of  this 
period  will  record  that  at  times  he  was 
wrong.  But  he  will  be  remembered  as 
a  man  of  good  will,  fine  character,  re¬ 
markable  ability,  and  a  man  of  great 
industry  who  literally  gave  his  life  for 
his  country. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

Mr.  O’BRIEN  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
I  may  be  excused  from  attendance  at 
sessions  of  the  House  on  Monday  and 
Tuesday  next  on  account  of  official  busi¬ 
ness. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 


ISRAEL’S  INDEPENDENCE  DAY 

(Mr.  CELLER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  his  re3 
marks.) 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  /he 
occasion  of  Israel’s  11th  anniversary,  I 
would  like  to  offer  my  congratulations 
to  that  sturdy  little  state  and/to  her 
people.  These  11  years  have  Ween  mo¬ 
mentous  not  only  for  the  tremendous 
effort  that  the  people  of  /srael  have 
made  to  insure  the  stability'and  viability 
of  the  state,  but  also  foi/the  extension 
into  that  area  of  the  principles  of  free 
government. 

The  Western  powevfe  must  surely  real¬ 
ize  how  great  is  their  gain  by  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  a/  democracy  in  that 
heretofore  barrel/  area;  a  democracy  en¬ 
hanced  by  technological  know-how;  by 
a  people  literal  and  energetic. 

There  we  those  who,  like  false 
prophets,  jn-edicted  that  the  little  state 
would  not  survive  the  heavy  burdens  of 


immigration,  defense,  the  lack  of  raw 
materials,  the  sea  of  hostility  that  sur¬ 
rounded  her  in  that  area.  This  11th  an¬ 
niversary  of  Israel  marks  how  wrong 
they  were. 

It  should  gladden  the  hearts  of  all 
Americans  that  this  little  state  has 
proved  its  worth,  for  there  are  parallels 
in  the  histories  of  these  two  countries 
which  tighten  the  bonds  of  sympathy 
and  understanding.  Both  were  born  out 
of  an  unalterable  wish  for  freedom. 
Both,  through  determination  and  vital¬ 
ity,  made  their  countries  grow  and  pros¬ 
per.  Both,  each  in  its  own  way,  have 
been  called  the  melting  pot  of  the  world, 
and  both  have  taken  the  diverse  ele¬ 
ments  within  their  populations  and 
achieved  an  enviable  unity. 


(Mr.  YATES  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  address  the  House  for  1  min¬ 
ute  and  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

[Mr.  YATES’  remarks  will  appear 
jiereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 


COMMUNIST  DIPLOMATIC  PERFID1 

(Mrv  HOSMER  asked  and  was  givi 
permission  to  address  the  House  foi-  1 
minute  aijd  to  revise  and  extend  hjs  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  HOSMER.  Mr.  Speaker/T  have 
asked  for  thik  minute  to  call  ^attention 
to  the  remarkk  I  shall  make  later  in 
today’s  proceedings  regarding  Commu¬ 
nist  diplomatic  perfidy. 

At  this  time  of  the\Gen£va  Conference 
which  looks  forward  ttoit  so-called  sum¬ 
mit  conference,  it  is  well  for  Americans 
to  recall  that  breaefnink  international 
agreements  is  a  40/year-oid  device  em¬ 
ployed  by  the  CommunistsYto  forward 
the  aggression^  of  the  international 
Communist  conspiracy.  My  later  re¬ 
marks  will  listx  a  number  of  th\  major 
Soviet  breaches  of  agreements  tha\have 
occurred  and  discuss  the  Communist 
dogma  by which  they  justify  their  cotj-  * 
tempt  «St  Western  concepts  of  inte: 
national  law. 


eral  was  delivered  on  Tuesday,  May 
before  a  group  of  Congressmen 
women  leaders,  who  have  been  grp&tly 
concerned  over  the  sending,  and 
of  pornography,  otherwise  known  as 
plain  unmitigated  filth,  through/he  mail. 

It  is  startling  to  find  that  some  people, 
through  cartoons  and  editorials,  are  try¬ 
ing  to  pretend  that  these  qnorts  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  morals  of  our/children  and 
minors  is  an  attack  on/Treedom  of  the 
press.  If  it  is  freedoui  of  the  press  to 
impair  the  morals  of/our  children;  if  it 
is  freedom  of  the  press  to  try  to  turn 
our  youths  into  p e/verts  and  delinquents 
to  make  a  quick/ouck;  if  the  free  press 
of  our  countrv/wishes  to  be  associated 
with  peddlersydf  filth;  then  the  so-called 
free  press  had  better  go. 

In  the  wpfds  of  a  great  French  woman : 
“Oh  Liberty,  what  crimes  are  com¬ 
mitted  jn.  thy  name.” 

FOI^Y-SIXTH  ANNUAL  CONVEN- 
ION,  NATIONAL  RIVERS  AND 
''’HARBORS  CONGRESS 

(Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute.) 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  take  this  time  to  announce 
that  the  46th  annual  convention  of  the 
National  Rivers  and  Harbors  Congress  is 
now  in  session  at  the  Mayflower  Hotel, 
Washington,  D.C. 

I  take  this  opportunity  to  invite  all 
of  the  Members  of  the  House  and  the 
Senate  to  visit  these  sessions.  Perhaps 
the  high  point  of  the  meeting  will  be  to¬ 
morrow  at  noon  when  the  annual  lunch¬ 
eon  will  be  held.  Every  Member  of  the 
Congress  is  invited  to  be  there.  Of 
course,  you  are  all  ex  officio  members  of 
the  organization  under  the  terms  of  the 
bylaws  of  the  National  Rivers  and  Har¬ 
bors  Congress.  You  will  find  a  very  in¬ 
teresting  program  there  in  connection 
with  developing  national  resources  use. 
You  are  all  invited,  and  I  hope  many  of 
you  will  attend. 


JORRECTION  OF  THE  RECORD 

’  Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
■flnous  consent  that  the  permanent  Rec¬ 
ord  be  changed  on  page  7099  of  the 
Record  for  May  11,  1959,  where  the 
printer  has  inadvertently  inserted  dollar 
marks  before  some  figures  in  a  table. 
The  table  referred  to  employment  fig¬ 
ures,  not  dollars.  I  ask  that  this  correc¬ 
tion  be  made. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
the  permanent  Record  will  be  corrected 
accordingly. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  these  will 
be  listed  in  the  remarks  of  mine  which 
will  appear  later  in  the  day. 


USE  OF  THE  MAILS 

(Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE  asked  and  was 
given  pel-mission  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute.) 

Mi-s.  ST.  GEORGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
following  speech  by  the  Postmaster  Gen¬ 


CHE  LATE  ROBERT  A.  UIHLEIN,  SR. 

Ir.  McCORMACK  asked  and  was 
giveh  permission  to  address  the  House 
for  1  Eoinute.) 

Mr.  sJcCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
am  very  xony  to  announce  to  the  House 
that  a  close  friend  of  many  Members  of 
both  branches  of  Congress,  as  well  as 
officials  of  thXexecutive  branch,  a  dear 
and  valued  friend  of  Mrs.  McCormack 
and  myself,  Mr.  ^Robert  A.  Uihlein,  Sr., 
of  Milwaukee,  whoVas  also  a  close  friend 
of  three  PresidentsYthe  late  President 
Franklin  Delano  Roosevelt,  former  Pres¬ 
ident  Harry  S.  Trumak  and  President 
Dwight  D.  Eisenhower,  parsed  away  yes¬ 
terday. 

The  Uihlein  family  of  Rfcjlwaukee  is 
one  of  America’s  foremost  and  finest 
families.  “Bob”  Uihlein  carriecknn  with 
graciousness  and  goodness  the  firte  qual¬ 
ities  of  his  family  tradition,  whicnvjvent 
back  several  generations. 

For  over  25  years  he  was  one  of  the 
most  valued  and  closest  friends  of  Mrs 
McCormack  and  myself. 
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“Bob.”  Uihlein  endeared  himself  to  us 
and  to  his  wide  circle  of  friends  because 
of  his  fine  outlook  on  life,  his  innumer¬ 
able  acts  oLcharity,  his  active  interest  in 
civic  mattei's  of  a  local  and  national 
nature,  his  love  of  his  fellowman,  par¬ 
ticularly  the  sick,  the  afflicted,  the  un¬ 
fortunate,  in  his<  deep  interest  through 
his  many  gifts  of  .the  advancement  of 
education,  of  his  liability  of  character. 

“Bob”  Uihlein  was\a  great  American. 

One  of  the  leaders  in.  the  business  and 
financial  life  of  America,  “Bob”  Uihlein 
symbolized  the  finest  thoughts  and 
actions  humanly  possible.\He  believed 
that  power  and  position  was\a  trust  for 
the  exercise  of  the  benefit  ofNothers  no 
matter  how  a  person  obtained  apposition 
of  power,  whether  in  the  field  of  politics, 
or  through  the  possession  of  wealrii  in 
the  field  of  finance,  industry,  and  busi¬ 
ness. 

He  clearly  evidenced  it  throughout  hi 
life  through  the  many  large  gifts  that  he''1 
gave,  and  was  instrumental  in  having 
given,  for  religious,  charitable  and  edu¬ 
cational  purposes,  without  regard  to 
race,  color  or  creed. 

Wisconsin  has  lost  one  of  her  foremost 
sons. 

Our  country  has  lost  one  of  her  finest 
citizens. 

Mrs.  McCormack  and  I  have  lost  a  near 
and  dear  friend  whose  memory  we  shall 
always  treasure. 

Mrs.  McCormack  and  I  extend  to  Mrs. 
Uihlein  and  her  loved  ones  our  profound 
sympathy  in  their  great  loss  and  sorrow. 

Mr.  REUSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  REUSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  like  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  [Mr.  McCormack]  I  have  lost 
a  great  and  dear  friend  in  Robert  Uih¬ 
lein.  The  warm  friendship  that  has 
existed  over  the  years  between  Robert 
Uihlein  and  the  gentleman  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  is  not  surprising  to  those  who 
know  them  both.  Both  have  been  diS' 
tinguished  above  all  by  a  love  for  peop 
whether  rich  or  poor,  whether  powerful 
or  standing  in  the  need  of  friends] 

Robert  Uihlein  was  close  to  my  grand¬ 
father  and  to  my  father,  and  /or  the 
many  years  I  have  known  hinynothing 
but  kindness  and  good  will  /as  come 
from  him  to  me. 

Bob  Uihlein’s  interests  w4re  as  broad 
as  life  itself.  He  was  an  Able  and  alert 
businessman,  a  leader  in  the  brewery 
and  banking  industries/  He  was  a  world 
traveler,  from  the  days  of  the  Boxer 
rebellion  in  China, /which  he  reported 
as  a  war  correspondent,  until  the  night 
came,  and  he  could  work  no  more.  He 
was  an  outdoorsman,  a  hunter,  fisher¬ 
man,  and  love/ of  nature.  Just  a  couple 
of  years  ag/  when  he  was  on  an  ex¬ 
ploratory  t/p  in  Alaska,  I  brought  him 
together  with  the  then  delegate,  now 
Senator/from  Alaska,  Bob  Bartlett; 
and  Bop  Uihlein  became  an  enthusiastic 
back eje  of  statehood  for  Alaska.  He  was 
a  philanthropist,  supporter  of  a  hun¬ 
dred  worthy  major  causes;  but  there 
/re  also  thousands  of  little  acts  of 
cindness  that  nobody  ever  heard  about 


but,  I  venture  to  say,  will  shine  brightest 
of  all  on  the  final  balance  sheet  of  Robert 
Uihlein. 

To  his  lovely  wife,  Mary  Hsley  Uihlein, 
his  fine  children,  Mrs.  Polly  Uihlein 
Trainer  and  Robert  Uihlein,  Jr.,  to  his 
brothers,  Erwin  and  Joseph  Uihlein,  and 
to  his  sisters,  Mrs.  Ida  Uihlein  Pabst 
and  Miss  Paula  Uihlein,  go  my  deepest 
sympathies  and  those  of  my  family. 

(Mr.  REUSS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like 
to  associate  myself  with  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  and  the  gentleman 
from  Wisconsin,  because  we  had  the  op¬ 
portunity  to  meet  Mr.  Uihlein  out  ii 
California.  We  found  him  to  be  a  ve; 
fine  gentleman,  and  we  appreciate  ihe 
contribution  he  and  his  firm  have  made 
t\  our  community. 

fr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Sp/ker,  I 
appreciate  very  much  the  rem/ks  made 
by  my  two  friends.  Bob  Ujhlein  was 
truly  one  of  God’s  nobleme/  and  all  of 
us  who  ltnew  him  throug/life  are  bet¬ 
ter  persons  because  we  knew  him  and 
because  ofSfhe  friendsl/p  we  had  with 
him. 

SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPRO¬ 
PRIATION  BILL,  1959 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
the  conference  report  on  the  bill  (H.R. 
5916)  making  supplemental  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1959,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  statement 
of  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
be  read  in  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

The  conference  report  and  statement 
are  as  follows: 

Conference  Report  (H.  Rept.  No.  355) 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.R. 
5916)  “making  supplemental  appropriations 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1959,  and 
for  other  purposes,”  having  met,  after  full 
and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recom¬ 
mend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective 
Houses  as  follows : 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ments  numbered  11,  19,  22,  29,  47,  59  and  91. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  17,  31,  33,  34,  35,  37,  40,  41,  49,  51,  53,  54, 
58,  64,  65,  67,  68,  70,  72,  73,  74,  77,  78,  80,  81, 
115,  121,  146,  157,  158,  159,  160,  161,  162,  163, 
164,  165,  166,  167,  168,  169,  170  and  171,  and 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  2:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  2,  and  agree  to 
the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$2,302,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  3:  That  the  House 
!  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend  - 
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ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  3,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$154,100”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  4:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  4,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert:  “$1,176,100”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  5:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  5,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,936,600”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  8:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  8,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
n  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$6,861,700”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  9:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  9,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  fey  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  "$74,000”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  10 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  10,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$12,554,400”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  12 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  12,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  "$150,000,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  13 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  13,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$18,675,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  14:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  14,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$7,500,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  15:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  15,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,667,300”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  16:  That  the  Houso 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  16,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert: 

“national  bureau  of  standards 
" Construction  of  laboratories 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Construc¬ 
tion  of  laboratories’,  $19,793.” 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  18:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  18,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  "$39,030,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  20:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  20,  and  agree 
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to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$11,000,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  21:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  21,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$34,898,200”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  23 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  23,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$18,312,500”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  24:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  24,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$19,000,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  25:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  25,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$4,098,700”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  26 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  26,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$3,564,400”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  27 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  27,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$15,497,500”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  28 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  28,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$5,419,300”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  30 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  30,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$23,300”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  32 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  32,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,000,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  "the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  36:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  36,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,117,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  39 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  39,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$35,000”;'  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  43 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  43,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$14,094,500”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  44:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 


ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  44,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,587,200”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  45 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  45,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$76,700”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  46 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  46,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$493,000”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same.  / 

Amendment  numbered  48:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  48,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment 
insert  “$18,000,000”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to 
the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  52 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  52,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment 
insert  “$90,000”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  55 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  55,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$3,735,100”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  60 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  60,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,329,200”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  61 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  61,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$724,800”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  62 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  62,  and  agree, 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$601,700”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  79 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  79,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$30,000,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  82 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  82,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$39,900”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  83 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  83,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$6,102,800”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  84:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  84,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$63,500”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  85 :  That  the  House 
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recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  85,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$582,300”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  86:  That  the  HousS* 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  86,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$2,100,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  87:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  87,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  "$59,500”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  89 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  89,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,081,100”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  90 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  90,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,018,700”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  92 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  92,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$230,000”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  93 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  93,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$30,400”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  94 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  94,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,070,100”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  95 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  95,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$329,100”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  96 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  96,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$8,646,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  97 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  97,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$167,200”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  98 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  98,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$2,498,500”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  99 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  99,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$9,494,300”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  100:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  100,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  ‘'$65,550,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  101:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  101,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  ”$151,500”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  102:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  102, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$1,809,775”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  103:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  103,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  and 
proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  ”$269,500 
of  which  $259,500  shall  be  payable  from  the 
Highway  fund”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  104:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  104,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  ”$69,400”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  105 :  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  105,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows :  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$216,900”;  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  106:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  106,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$55,800”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  107:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  107,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$130,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  108:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  108,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$490,200”;  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  109:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  109,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$152,000”;  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  110:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  110,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$16,281,100”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  111:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  111,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  "$739,100”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  112:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  112,  and 


agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$513,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  113:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  113,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows :  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$52,300”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  114:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  114,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$6,800”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  116:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  116,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows :  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$607,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  117:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  117,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$684,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  118:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  118,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$34,200”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  119:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  119,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$50,900”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  120:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  120,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  "$541,500”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  122:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  122, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$1,447,800”;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  123:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  123, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$3,186,300”;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  124:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  124, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$14,200”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  125:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  125, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$605,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  126:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  126, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$2,056,800”;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  127:  That  the 
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House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  127, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  Insert  “$149,100”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  128:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  128, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$3,173,800”;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  129:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  129, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$34,200”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  130:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  130, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$241,300”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  131:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  131, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$2,700”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  132:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  132, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$878,700”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  133:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  133,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows :  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$380,000”;  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  134:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  134, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$251,800”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  135:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  135, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$342,600”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  136:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  136, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$3,073,200”;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  137:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  137, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$1,573,200”;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  138:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  138,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment v  insert  “$1,240,700”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  139:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  139,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$462,700”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  140:  That  the 
House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  140, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$96,900”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  141:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  141, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$302,100”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  142 :  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  142, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows;  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$99,300”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  143:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  143, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$750,500”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  144:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  144, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$57,500”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  145:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  145, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$147,100”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  147:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  147, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 

•  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$118,800”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  148:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  148, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$201,400”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  149:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 

amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  149, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$43,700”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  150:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  150, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$308,700”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  151:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  151,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$37,100”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  152:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  152, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$123,500”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  153:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  153,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows :  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$244,100”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 


'Amendment  numbered  154:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  154,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$565,300”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  155:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  155,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$41,800”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  156:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  156,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$871,100”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  173:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  173,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$235,100”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  174:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 

amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  174,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$286,400”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  tfie  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in 
disagreement  amendments  numbered  1,  6,  7, 
38,  42,  50,  56,  57,  63,  66,  69,  71,  75,  76,  88 
and  172. 

Albert  Thomas, 

Michael  J.  Kirwan, 

John  J.  Rooney, 

Edward  P.  Boland, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Ben  F.  Jensen, 

Frank  T.  Bow, 

Charles  R.  Jonas, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Carl  Hayden, 

Richard  B.  Russell, 

Dennis  Chavez, 

Allen  J.  Ellender, 

Lister  Hill, 

Warren  G.  Magnuson, 

John  O.  Pastore, 

Styles  Bridges, 

Leverett  Saltonstall, 
Milton  R.  Young, 

Karl  E.  Mundt, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate 
Statement 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.R.  5916)  making  sup¬ 
plemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1959,  and  for  other  purposes, 
submit  the  following  statement  in  explana¬ 
tion  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon 
and  recommended  in  the  accompanying  con¬ 
ference  report  as  to  each  of  such  amend¬ 
ments,  namely: 

TITLE  i 

Department  of  Agriculture 
Agricultural  Research  Service 

Amendment  No.  1:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  2 :  Permits  transfer  of 
$2,302,000  for  “Plant  and  animal  disease  and 
pest  control”  instead  of  $2,180,700  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House  and  $2,423,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Extension  Service 

Amendment  No.  3:  Permits  transfer  of 
$154,100  for  “Penalty  mail”  instead  of  $146,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $162,255  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 


Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

Amendment  No.  4:  Permits  transfer  of 
$1,176,100  for  “Marketing  research  and  agri¬ 
cultural  estimates”  instead  of  $1,144,100  as 
proposed  by  the  House  and  $1,208,100  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  5 :  Permits  transfer  of 
$1,936,600  for  “Marketing  Services”  instead 
of  $1,918,600  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$1,954,600  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Foreign  Agricultural  Service 

Amendment  No.  6 :  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Commodity  Stabilization  Service 

Amendment  No.  7 :  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  8:  Sets  the  amount  for 
“Administrative  expenses”  at  $6,861,700  in¬ 
stead  of  $6,837,000  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $6,886,300  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Office  of  Information 

Amendment  No.  9:  Permits  transfer  of 
$74,000  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”  instead 
of  $71,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$77,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Forest  Service 

Amendment  No.  10:  Appropriates  $12,554,- 
400  for  “Forest  land  management”  instead  of 
$12,282,800  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$15,326,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  11:  Deletes  Senate  pro¬ 
posal  to  appropriate  $500,000  for  “Forest 
Roads  and  Trails”. 

Funds  appropriated  to  the  President 
Mutual  Security 

Amendment  No.  12:  Appropriates  $150,- 
000,000  for  the  Development  Loan  Fund  in¬ 
stead  of  $100,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $200,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Department  of  Commerce 
Maritime  Activities 

Amendment  No.  13:  Permits  not  to  exceed 
$18,675,000  to  be  used  for  design,  etc.,  ship 
construction,  instead  of  $18,650,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House  and  $18,700,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  14:  Appropriates  $7,500,- 
000  for  “Operating-differential  subsidies”  in¬ 
stead  of  $5,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $10,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Patent  Office 

Amendment  No.  15:  Appropriates  $1,667,300 
for  “Salaries  and  expenses”  instead  of  $1,651,- 
500  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $1,683,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 

Amendment  No.  16:  Appropriates  $19,793 
for  “Construction  of  laboratories”  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate,  but  deletes  language 
proposing  that  it  remain  available  until 
expended. 

Department  of  Defense — Civil  functions 
Department  of  the  Army — Cemeterial 
Expenses 

Amendment  No.  17:  Appropriates  $535,000 
for  “Salaries  and  expenses”  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate  instead  of  $521,500  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Department  of  Defense— Military  functions 
Department  of  the  Army 

Amendment  No.  18:  Appropriates  $39,030,- 
000  for  “Operation  and  maintenance”  instead 
of  $38,160,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$39,900,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  19:  Deletes  Senate  lan¬ 
guage  relating  to  strength  of  the  Army.  (See 
statement  in  connection  with  amendment 
No.  22.) 

Amendment  No.  20:  Appropriates  $11,000,- 
000  for  “Army  National  Guard”  instead  of 
$10,300,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$13,200,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 
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Department  of  tire  Navy 

Amendment  No.  21:  Appropriates  $34,898,- 
200  for  “Military  personnel”  instead  of  $33,- 
061,500  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $36,- 
735,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  In 
providing  the  amount  of  $34,898,200  for  this 
purpose,  the  committee  of  conference  agrees 
that  the  minor  reduction  in  funds  below  the 
request  shall  be  absorbed  without  reducing 
the  planned  strength  or  recruitment  pro- 
gram. 

Amendment  No.  22:  Deletes  Senate  lan¬ 
guage  relating  to  the  strength  of  the  Marine 

Corps.  . 

The  Senate  receded  on  amendments  19 
and  22  with  the  greatest  of  reluctance  and 
only  because  the  lateness  in  the  year  pre¬ 
cludes  the  possibility  of  the  Army  and  Marine 
Corps  being  brought  up  to  the  strengths  of 
900,000  and  200,000,  respectively,  before  June 
30,  1959.  The  committee  of  conference  wishes 
to’  point  out  that  the  Defense  Department 
Appropriation  Act  for  1959,  Public  Law  85— 
724,  provided  the  funds  necessary  to  main¬ 
tain  an  Army  of  900,000  and  a  Marine  Corps 
of  200,000.  The  Conferees  are  agreed  that 
the  entire  matter  of  strength  of  the  Army 
and  Marine  Corps  will  be  a  matter  of  thor¬ 
ough  study  during  the  consideration  of  the 
1960  Defense  Department  Appropriation  Bill. 

Amendment  No.  23:  Appropriates  $18,312,- 
500  for  “Aircraft  and  facilities”  instead  of 
$18,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$18,624,900  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  24:  Appropriates  $19,000,- 
000  for  “Ships  and  facilities”  instead  of  $18,- 
000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $20,- 
000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  25 :  Appropriates  $4,098,700 
for  “Ordnance  and  facilities”  instead  of 
$3,822,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$4,246,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  26:  Appropriates  $3,564,400 
for  “Civil  engineering”  instead  of  $3,330,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $3,732,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  27:  Appropriates  $15,497,- 
500  for  “Servicewide  supply  and  finance” 
Instead  of  $14,682,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $16,313,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  28:  Appropriates  $5,419,- 
300  for  “Servicewide  operations”  instead  of 
$5,153,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$5,685,600  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

District  of  Columbia 

Amendment  No.  29:  Appropriates  $5,000,- 
000  for  “Federal  payment  to  the  District  of 
Columbia”  as  proposed  by  the  House  instead 
of  $8,100,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  30:  Appropriates  $23,300 
for  “Department  of  Occupations  and  Profes¬ 
sions”  instead  of  $20,450  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $26,200  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  31:  Appropriates  $4,095,- 
668  for  “Public  schools”  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate  instead  of  $4,295,668  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

Amendment  No.  32:  Appropriates  $1,000,- 
000  for  “Department  of  Public  Welfare”  in¬ 
stead  of  $750,700  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $1,012,200  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  33:  Appropriates  $24,131 
for  payment  of  claims  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate  instead  of  $20,197  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendments  Nos.  34  and  35:  Incorporate 
Judgments  contained  in  Senate  Document 
Numbered  20  and  appropriate  $118,285  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of  $30,219  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare 

Amendment  No.  36:  Appropriates  $1,117,- 
000  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”  of  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  instead  of  $1,072,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $1,150,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 


Amendment  No.  87:  Appropriates  $1,836,- 
000  for  “Construction  of  Indian  health  facili¬ 
ties”  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of 
$1,700,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  38:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  39:  Appropriates  $35,000 
for  “Salaries  and  expenses,”  Saint  Elizabeths 
Hospital  instead  of  $43,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate.  There  was  nothing  for  this  item 
in  the  House  bill. 

Amendments  Nos.  40  and  41:  Appropriate 
$844,000  for  the  “White  House  Council  on 
Aging”  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of 
$790,000  as  proposed  by  the  House;  and  make 
the  sum  of*  $810,000  available  for  grants  to 
States  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of 
$756,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Independent  offices 

Alaska  International  Rail  and  Highway 
Commission 

Amendment  No.  42:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
Amendment  No.  43:  Appropriates  $14,094,- 
500  for  “Payments  to  air  carriers”  instead  of 
$12,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$16,189,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Civil  Service  Commission 
Amendments  Nos.  44,  45  and  46 :  Appropri¬ 
ate  $1,587,200  for  "Salaries  and  expenses”  in¬ 
stead  of  $1,491,500  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $1,730,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate; 
raise  limitation  on  performing  duties,  etc., 
to  $76,700  instead  of  $76,300  as  proposed  by 
the  House  and  $77,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate;  and  increase  travel  limitation  to 
$493,000  instead  of  $486,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House  and  $500,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate.  Funds  for  furniture  are  denied. 
Commission  on  International  Rules  of 
Judicial  Procedure 

Amendment  No.  47:  Appropriates  $25,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House  instead  of  $50,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Federal  Aviation  Agency 
Amendment  No.  48:  Appropriates  $18,000,- 
000  for  “Grants  in  aid  for  airports,  etc.,” 
instead  of  $20,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate.  There  was  nothing  for  this  item 
in  the  House  bill. 

General  Services  Administration 
Amendment  No.  49:  Appropriates  $15,000,- 
000  for  the  general  supply  fund  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate  instead  of  $10,000,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  50:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Civil  War  Centennial  Commission 
Amendment  No.  51:  Appropriates  $23,- 
492  as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  There  was 
nothing  for  this  item  in  the  House  bill. 

National  Mediation  Board 
Amendment  No.  52:  Appropriates  $90,000 
for  “Arbitration  and  emergency  boards”  in¬ 
stead  of  $100,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 
There  was  nothing  for  this  item  in  the  House 
bill. 

River  Basin  Study  Commissions 
Amendment  No.  53:  Appropriates  $100,000 
for  the  South  Carolina-Georgia-Alabama- 
Florida  Commission  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate  instead  of  $80,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Veterans  Administration 
Amendment  No.  54:  Appropriates  $48,- 
651,000  for  “Inpatient  care”  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate  instead  of  $47,455,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Department  of  the  Interior 
Amendment  No.  55:  Appropriates  $3,735,- 
100  for  “Management  of  lands  and  resources” 
instead  of  $3,682,600  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $3,787,600  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 


Amendment  No.  56:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  57:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  58:  Appropriates  $1,000,- 
000  for  “construction”  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate.  There  was  nothing  for  this  item  in 
the  House  bill. 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

Amendment  No.  59:  Deletes  the  Senate 
proposal  to  appropriate  $1,000,000  for  road 
construction  and  maintenance.  It  is  the 
intent  of  the  conferees  that  the  Bureau  of 
Indian  Affairs  shall  proceed  with  its  planned 
contracts  for  the  items  contemplated  by  this 
amendment. 

National  Park  Service 

Amendment  No.  60:  Appropriates  $1,329,- 
200  for  “Management  and  protection”  in¬ 
stead  of  $1,270,000  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $1,388,500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Department  of  Labor 

Amendment  No.  61 :  Appropriates  $724,800 
for  “Salaries  and  expenses”  Bureau  of  Labor 
Standards  instead  of  $720,600  as  proposed  by 
the  House  and  $729,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  62:  Appropriates  $601,700 
for  “Salaries  and  expenses”  Bureau  of  Em¬ 
ployment  Security  instead  of  $572,800  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House  and  $630,500  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  63:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Legislative  branch 
Senate 

Amendments  Nos.  64  and  65:  Insert  title; 
and  appropriate  $23,980  for  “Compensation 
of  Senators”  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  66:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Amendments  Nos.  67  and  68:  Insert  title; 
and  appropriate  $34,385  for  “Furniture”  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  69:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  70:  Appropriates  $2,000 
for  postage  stamps  as  proposed  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate. 

Amendment  No.  71 :  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Architect  of  the  Capitol 

Amendments  Nos.  72,  73,  and  74:  Insert 
title;  appropriate  $4,000,000  for  extension  of 
the  Capitol;  and  appropriate  $283,550  for 
furniture  and  furnishings,  additional  Senate 
Office  Building;  all  as  proposed  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate. 

Amendment  No.  75:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Department  of  State 

Amendment  No.  76:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Treasury  Department 

Amendment  No.  77:  Appropriates  $337,000 
for  “Salaries  and  expenses”  Bureau  of  Ac¬ 
counts  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of 
$303,300  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  78:  Appropriates  $4,519,- 
000  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”  Bureau  of 
Customs  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead 
of  $4,481,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  79:  Appropriates  $30,000,- 
000  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”  Internal  Rev¬ 
enue  Service  instead  of  $29,595,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House  and  $30,600,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Claims  for  damages  and  judgments 

Amendments  Nos.  80  and  81:  Include 
claims,  etc.,  as  set  forth  in  Senate  Document 
Numbered  20  as  proposed  by  the  Senate; 
and  appropriate  $4,931,024  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate  instead  of  $2,570,198  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 
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TITLE  II 

Increased  pay  costs 
Department  of  Agriculture 

Amendment  No.  82:  Permits  transfer  of 
$39,900  for  Farmer  Cooperative  Service  in¬ 
stead  of  $37,800  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $42,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  83:  Permits  transfer  of' 
$6,102,800  for  Soil  Conservation  Service  in¬ 
stead  of  $5,781,600  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $6,424,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  84:  Permits  transfer  of 
$63,500  for  Commodity  Exchange  Authority 
instead  of  $61,200  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $65,800  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  85:  Permits  transfer  of 
$582,300  for  Rural  Electrification  Administra¬ 
tion  instead  of  $551,700  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $613,000  as  proposed  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate. 

Amendment  No.  86:  Permits  transfer  of 
$2,100,000  for  Farmers  Home  Administration 
instead  of  $1,989,450  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $2,210,500  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate.  ^ 

Amendment  No.  87:  Permits  transfer  of 
$59,500  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
Library  instead  of  $56,340  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $62,600  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Department  of  Commerce 

Amendment  No.  88:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Department  of  Defense — Civil  functions 

Amendment  No.  89:  Appropriates  $1,081,- 
100  for  Operation  and  Maintenance,  General, 
Rivers  and  harbors  and  flood  control,  in¬ 
stead  of  $1,024,200  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $1,138,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendments  Nos.  90  and  91:  Appropriate 
$1,018,700  for  general  expenses,  instead  of 
$941,400  as  proposed  by  the  Hcjuse  and 
$1,096,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate;  and 
strike  out  language  proposed  by  the  Senate 
relating  to  transfer  of  funds. 

Amendment  No.  92:  Authorizes  $230,000 
for  the  United  States  Soldiers’  Home  instead 
of  $215,100  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$239,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  93:  Appropriates  $30,400 
for  administration,  Ryukyu  Islands  instead 
of  $28,800  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$32,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  94:  Appropriates  $1,070,100 
for  Canal  Zone  Government  instead  of 
$1,013,760  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$1,126,400  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  95:  Authorizes  $329,100 
for  the  Panama  Canal  Company  instead  of 
$311,760  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$346,400  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 
Department  of  Defense — Military  Functions 

Amendment  No.  96:  Appropriates  $8,645,000 
for  research  and  development,  Department  of 
the  Army,  instead  of  $8,190,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House  and  $9,100,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  97:  Appropriates  $167,200 
for  Alaska  Communication  System  instead 
of  $158,400  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$176,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  98:  Appropriates  $2,498,500 
for  Navy  personnel,  general  expenses,  instead 
of  $2,367,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$2,630,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  99:  Appropriates  $9,494,300 
for  research  and  development,  Department  of 
the  Navy,  instead  of  $8,994,600  as  proposed 
by  the  House  and  $9,994,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  100:  Appropriates  $65,- 
550,000  for  operation  and  maintenance.  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Air  Force,  instead  of 
$62,100,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$69,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 


District  of  Columbia 

Amendment  No.  101:  Appropriates  $151,500 
for  the  Recreation  Department  instead  of 
$129,900  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$173,200  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  102:  Appropriates  $1,809,- 
775  for  the  Department  of  Public  Health  in¬ 
stead  of  $1,409,775  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $1,937,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  103:  Appropriates  $269,500 
for  the  Department  of  Highways  instead  of 
$259,500  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$279,500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  104:  Appropriates  $69,400 
for  the  Department  of  Vehicles  and  Traffic 
instead  of  $62,400  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $76,400  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  105:  Appropriates  $216,900 
for  National  Capital  Parks  instead  of  $185,925 
as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $247,900  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  106:  Appropriates  $55,800 
for  National  Zoological  Park  instead  of 
$50,775  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $60,775 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare 

Amendment  No.  107:  Appropriates  $130,000 
for  Freedmen’s  Hospital  instead  of  $116,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $136,500  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Independent  Offices 

Amendment  No.  108:  Appropriates  $490,- 
200  for  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  instead 
of  $464,400  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$516,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  109:  Authorizes  $152,000 
for  administrative  expenses  of  the  Export- 
Import  Bank  of  Washington  instead  of  $144,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $160,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  110:  Appropriates  $16,- 
281,100  for  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  in¬ 
stead  of  $15,424,200  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $17,138,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  Ill:  Appropriates  $739,100 
for  the  Federal  Communications  Commission 
instead  of  $700,200  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $778,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  112:  Appropriates  $513,- 
000  for  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  in¬ 
stead  of  $486,000  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $540,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendments  Nos.  113  and  114:  Appropriate 
$52,300  for  the  Foreign  Claims  Settlement 
Commission  instead  of  $49,500  as  proposed 
by  the  House  and  $55,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate;  and  permit  transfer  of  $6,800  from 
the  war  claims  fund  instead  of  $6,480  as 
proposed  by  the  House  and  $7,200  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  115:  Appropriates  $4,079,- 
960  for  operating  expenses;  Public  Buildings 
Service  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead 
of  $3,189,960  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  116:  Appropriates  $607,000 
for  the  National  Archives  and  Records  Serv¬ 
ice  instead  of  $575,100  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $639,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  117:  Appropriates  $684,000 
for  the  Office  of  the  Administrator,  Housing 
and  Home  Finance  Agency  instead  of  $648,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $720,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  118:  Authorizes  $34,200 
for  administrative  expenses  for  public  fa¬ 
cility  loans  instead  of  $32,400  as  proposed 
by  the  House  and  $36,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  119:  Authorizes  $50,900 
for  administrative  expenses  of  the  revolving 
fund  (liquidating  programs)  instead  of  $47,- 
700  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $53,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  Nos.  120  and  121 :  Authorize 
$541,500  for  administrative  expenses  of  the 
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Federal  Housing  Administration  instead  of 
$513,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $570,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate;  and  authorize 
$3,035,000  for  non-administrative  expenses 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of  $2,- 

731.500  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  122:  Appropriates  $1,- 

447,800  for  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission  instead  of  $1,371,600  as  proposed  by 
the  House  and  $1,524,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  123:  Appropriates  $3,186,- 
300  for  the  National  Aeronautics  and  Space 
Administration  instead  of  $3,018,600  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House  and  $3,354,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  124:  Authorizes  $14,200 
for  administrative  expenses  of  the  St.  Law¬ 
rence  Seaway  Development  Corporation  in¬ 
stead  of  $13,500  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$15,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  125:  Appropriates  $605,- 
000  for  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission  instead  of  $573,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House  and  $637,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  136:  Appropriates  $2,- 
056,800  for  the  Selective  Service  System  in¬ 
stead  of  $1,948,500  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $2,165,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  127:  Appropriates  $149,100 
for  the  Tariff  Commission  instead  of  $141,- 
300  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $157,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  128:  Appropriates  $3,173,- 
800  for  the  United  States  Information  Agency 
instead  of  $3,057,300  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $3,290,225  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Department  of  the  Interior 

Amendment  No.  129:  Appropriates  $34,200 
for  the  Office  of  Oil  and  Gas  instead  of  $32,- 
400  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $36,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  130:  Appropriates  $241,- 
300  for  the  Office  of  the  Solicitor  instead  of 
$228,600  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $254,-. 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  131:  Appropriates  $2,700 
for  the  Commission  of  Fine  Arts  instead  of 
$2,520  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $2,800 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendments  Nos.  132  and  133:  Appropriate 
$878,700  for  resources  management  of  the 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  instead  of  $832,- 
500  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $925,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate;  and  authorize  the 
transfer  of  $380,000  instead  of  $360,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House  and  $400,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  134:  Appropriates  $251,- 
800  for  general  administrative  expenses  of 
the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  instead  of  $238,- 
500  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $265,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  135:  Appropriates  $342,- 
600  from  the  reclamation  fund  for  general 
administrative  expenses  of  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  instead  of  $324,540  as  proposed 
by  the  House  and  $360,600  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  136:  Appropriates  $3,073,- 
200  for  the  Geological  Survey  instead  of  $2,- 

914.500  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $3,- 
235,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendments  Nos.  137  and  138:  Appropri¬ 
ate  $1,573,200  for  the  conservation  and  de¬ 
velopment  of  mineral  resources.  Bureau  of 
Mines,  instead  of  $1,490,400  as  proposed  by 
the  House  and  $1,656,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate;  and  authorize  $1,240,700  by  transfer 
instead  of  $1,175,400  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $1,306,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  139:  Appropriates  $462,- 
700  for  health  and  safety  of  the  Bureau  of 
Mines  instead  of  $438,300  as  proposed  by  the 
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House  and  $487,000  as  proposed  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate. 

Amendment  No.  140:  Appropriates  $96,900 
for  general  administrative  expenses  of  the 
Bureau  of  Mines  instead  of  $91,800  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House  and  $102,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  141:  Appropriates  $302,100 
for  maintenance  and  rehabilitation  of  physi¬ 
cal  facilities  of  the  National  Park  Service  in¬ 
stead  of  $286,290  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $318,100  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  142:  Appropriates  $99,- 
300  for  general  administrative  expenses  of 
the  National  Park  Service  instead  of  $94,050 
as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $104,500  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  143:  Appropriates  $750,- 
500  for  management  and  investigations  of  re¬ 
sources  of  the  Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  in¬ 
stead  of  $711,000  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $790,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  144:  Appropriates  $57,500 
for  the  Bureau  of  Commercial  Fisheries  in¬ 
stead  of  $54,450  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$60,500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  145:  Appropriates  $147,100 
for  the  Office  of  Territories  instead  of  $139,- 
320  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $154,800 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  146:  Appropriates  $200,- 
940  for  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate  Instead  of  $185,940  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Department  of  Labor 

Amendment  No.  147:  Appropriates  $118,- 
800  for  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  instead  of 
$112,500  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $125,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  148:  Appropriates  $201,- 
400  for  the  Office  of  the  Solicitor  instead  of 
$190,800  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $212,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  149:  Appropriates  $43,700 
for  the  Bureau  of  Veterans’  Reemployment 
Rights  instead  of  $41,400  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $46,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  150:  Appropriates  $308,- 
700  for  the  Bureau  of  Apprenticeship  and 
Training  instead  of  $292,500  as  proposed 
by  the  House  and  $325,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  151:  Appropriates  $37,100 
for  compliance  activities  of  the  Mexican  farm 
labor  program  instead  of  $35,100  as  proposed 
by  the  House  and  $39,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  152:  Permits  transfer  of 
$123,500  for  salaries  and  expenses  of  the  Mex¬ 
ican  farm  labor  program  instead  of  $117,000- 
as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $130,000  as  ‘ 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  153:  Appropriates  $244,100 
for  the  Bureau  of  Employees’  Compensation 
instead  of  $231,300  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $257,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  154:  Appropriates  $565,300 
for  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  instead  of 
$535,500  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $595,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  155:  Appropriates  $41,800 
for  the  Women’s  Bureau  instead  of  $39,600 
as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $44,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  156:  Appropriates  $871,100 
for  the  Wage  and  Hour  Division  instead  of 
$825,300  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $917,-' 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Legislative  Branch 

Amendment  Nos.  157  through  171:  Appro¬ 
priate  $1,813,690  for  various  Senate  items  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  172 :  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Treasury  Department 

Amendment  No?  173:  Appropriates  $235,- 
100  for  the  Office  of  the  Secretai'y  instead  of 


$222,750  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $247,- 
500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  174:  Appropriates  $286,400 
for  salaries  and  expenses  of  the  United  States 
Secret  Service  instead  of  $271,350  as  proposed 
by  the  House  and  $301,500  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Albert  Thomas, 

Michael  J.  Kirwan, 

John  J.  Rooney, 

Edward  P.  Boland, 

Ben  F.  Jensen, 

Frank  T.  Bow, 

Charles  R.  Jonas, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  THOMAS  (interrupting  the  read¬ 
ing).  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  further  reading  of  the  state¬ 
ment  be  dispensed  with. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mi’.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  the  gentleman  pro¬ 
poses  to  take  some  time  to  explain  this 
bill,  does  he  not? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Yes. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  with¬ 
draw  my  reservation  of  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  let  me 
take  2  or  3  minutes  in  an  attempt  to  ex¬ 
plain  the  report.  We  went  to  confer¬ 
ence,  I  will  say  to  my  distinguished  friend 
from  Iowa,  with  174  amendments  in  dis¬ 
agreement.  As  you  will  recall,  90  or  95 
represented  Pay  Act  increases.  After 
spending  many  hours  with  the  other 
body,  we  worked  out  a  formula  under 
which  in  most  instances,  where  the  Sen¬ 
ate  had  restored  most  of  the  House  cuts, 
we  split  the  difference  on  those  Pay  Act 
increases.  It  all  adds  up  to  this,  that 
even  though  we  bring  back  some  15  or  16 
items  in  technical  disagreement,  in  truth 
and  in  fact  there  is  only  one  item  in  dis¬ 
agreement. 

When  the  bill  left  the  House,  it  car¬ 
ried — I  am  just  using  round  figures — 
$2,657,402,994  in  appropriations.  The 
|  other  body  upped  that  amount  $186,499,- 
811  to  $2,843,902,805.  In  that  174  items 
,  in  disagreement,  they  added  a  half  a 
dozen  new  items.  When  we  com¬ 
promised  those  increases,  we  shaved 
them  down  to  about  $100  million  in 
round  figures  ,and  the  conference  figure 
is  $2,764,500,380. 

I  doubt  that  there  is  anything  that 
»  will  give  anybody  any  trouble,  and  if  I 
can  answer  any  question,  I  will  be  de¬ 
lighted  to,  and  if  not,  my  colleagues  I 
am  sure  will  help  me  out. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
looked  through  this  bill  hastily,  and  I  do 
not  seem  to  find  any  cuts.  Everywhere 
everything  has  been  increased,  is  not 
that  true?  For  instance,  the  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund  is  up  $100  million  over 
the  figure  that  left  the  House  and  200 
percent  over  the  figure,  which  was  ex¬ 


actly  zero,  with  which  the  committee 
came  to  the  House  floor;  is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  May  I  say  to  my  dis¬ 
tinguished  friend  that  when  the  bill  left 
the  House  it  carried  $100  million  for  the 
Development  Loan  Fund.  The  other 
body  raised  the  amount  to  $200  million, 
and  after  some  give  and  take  on  both 
sides  it  was  agreed  by  the  members  of  the 
other  body  and  your  own  conferees  to 
split  the  difference,  and  we  brought  back 
a  figure  of  $150  million. 

Mr.  GROSS.  It  is  now  $200  million, 

it  not? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  The  other  body  raised 
the  amount  to  $200  million  and  we  com¬ 
promised  at  $150  million. 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  yield  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  There  has  been  con¬ 
siderable  justified  concern  that  the  de¬ 
velopment  loan  program  would  lead  us 
into  unsound  practices.  The  civil  works 
division  of  the  Department  of  the 
Army  for  Okinawa  came  before  the  For¬ 
eign  Operations  Subcommittee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  for  3  consecutive  years 
seeking  an  appropriation  for  an  electric 
powerplant  on  Okinawa.  The  subcom¬ 
mittee,  after  careful  consideration  in 
each  instance,  declined  to  recommend 
the  funds,  asking  for  further  compre¬ 
hensive  study.  At  a  subsequent  date,  the 
request  was  referred  to  the  subcommit¬ 
tee  handling  the  deficiency  appropria¬ 
tions,  which,  in  turn,  passed  the  item 
along  to  the  subcommittee  which  would 
normally  handle  the  matter. 

It  is  my  understanding  the  other  body 
has  recommended  that  a  loan  be  made 
to  Okinawa,  to  finance  this  electric  plant. 
The  entire  matter  is  very  complicated. 
The  promoters  of  this  venture  have  de¬ 
cided  to  try  to  bypass  the  Foreign  Op¬ 
erations  Appropriations  Subcommittee 
and,  instead,  make  the  Okinawans  a  loan 
out  of  the  development  loan  or  some 
other  fund.  The  Okinawans  then  would 
authorize  our  military  installation  to 
construct  the  electric  powerplant.  The 
plant  would,  under  this  scheme,  lease 
to  the  military,  which  would  release  to 
the  Okinawans,  who,  in  turn,  would  sell 
electricity  to  the  consumers.  If  that 
does  not  constitute  an  attempt  at  by¬ 
passing  the  Appropriations  Committee 
through  this  development  loan  pro¬ 
gram,  I  do  not  know  what  else  it  could 
be  termed.  Is  the  gentleman  familiar 
with  the  details  of  the  transaction  that 
is  being  proposed? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  am  familiar  with  one 
part  of  it,  and  that  is  that  the  commit¬ 
tee  turned  down  the  $10  million  military 
appropriation  for  construction  of  a 
powerplant  in  Okinawa.  We  did  not 
put  a  penny  in  there  and  it  is  not  in 
this  conference  report,  either.  What 
the  revolving  fund  does,  I  do  not  know. 
I  do  not  need  to  defend  my  position.  I 
did  not  vote  for  it  in  committee,  I  did 
not  vote  for  it  on  the  floor,  and,  if  I  may 
say  so,  I  did  not  vote  for  it  in  confer¬ 
ence.  But  I  am  only  one,  and  the  ma¬ 
jority  rules. 
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Mr.  PASSMAN.  The  full  Committee 
on  Appropriations  turned  down  the  DLP 
deficiency  appropriation  request,  but  the 
House  saw  fit  to  put  in  $100  million. 
The  bill  went  to  the  other  body,  where 
this  item  was  raised  to  $200  million. 
Then  in  conference  it  was  reduced  to 
$150  million.  I  merely  wanted  to  point 
out  to  the  membership  that  this  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  Fund  is  being  used  to  do 
many  things  that  the  Congress  itself 
said  should  not  be  done.  One  of  the 
instances  is  the  item  I  have  discussed. 
The  Congress  is  obviously  being  given 
the  runaround  through  the  manipulation 
of  this  Development  Loan  program. 

.  Mr.  THOMAS.  I  have  no  doubt  our 
able  and  distinguished  friend  from  Lou¬ 
isiana  when  he  considers  all  the  items 
for  appropriation  will  go  into  them 
thoroughly. 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  We  might  not  have 
an  opportunity  to  consider  the  item 
then.  They  are  now  attempting  to  by¬ 
pass  our  committee,  and  they  say,  in 
effect,  “You  may  not  have  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  make  this  decision  because  we 
will  possibly  already  have  the  money.” 

I  should  like  for  the  record  to  show, 
with  respect  to  this  particular  matter, 
that  I  spent  2  days  on  Okinawa  last 
year.  I  departed  convinced  that  Con¬ 
gress  should  provide  the  funds  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  powerplant.  My  remarks 
today  should  not  be  interpreted  as  crit¬ 
ical  of  the  needs  for  this  project,  but, 
rather,  of  the  means  being  used  in  the 
attempt  to  obtain  funds. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  yield  'to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  notice  on  page  32  a 
substantial  amount  of  money  for  the 
other  body  for  office  equipment.  Does 
the  gentleman  think  this  is  going  to 
take  care  of  the  rugs  and  the  sawing  off 
of  the  doors  and  all  the  other  mistakes 
that  were  made? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  May  I  say  to  my  dis¬ 
tinguished  friend  that  his  judgment  is 
just  as  good  as  mine  on  that.  I  hope 
it  does. 

Mi1.  GROSS.  Maybe  we  ought  to  or¬ 
ganize  a  volunteer  force  and  help  them 
cut  off  the  doors  and  lay  the  rugs. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Maybe  the  gentle¬ 
man  has  a  good  point  there. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  notice  there  is  $500,- 
000  in  this  bill  for  the  Pan  American 
Olympic  Games.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Half  a  million  dollars, 
yes. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona.  My  ques¬ 
tion  is  with  regard  to  amendment  No.  59 
of  the  Senate.  I  previously  discussed 
this  matter  with  the  able  gentleman 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  KirwanL  I  should  like 
the  Record  to  show  that  this  amend¬ 
ment,  which  was  for  $1  million  for  road 
construction  and  maintenance  in  the 
Navajo-Hopi  Reservation,  was  not  kept 
in  the  bill  after  confei-ence  because  of 
a  statement  from  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  stating  that  the  money  was  not 


needed  for  the  program  to  proceed  in 
this  fiscal  year.  May  I  ask  the  gentle¬ 
man  if  it  is  not  a  fact  that  the  con¬ 
ference  did  not  intend  nor  does  the 
House  intend  that  this  program  for 
building  roads  across  the  Navajo-Hopi 
Reservation  will  be  held  up  in  the 
slightest? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  The  gentleman  usu¬ 
ally  gets  what  he  wants.  He  takes  care 
of  his  people,  and  I  am  sure  he  will  in 
this  instance.  We  will  cooperate  with 
him,  too. 

Mr.  KIRWAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  KIRWAN.  We  have  clearly 
stated  in  the  conference  report  that  it 
is  intended  that  the  department  will 
proceed  with  letting  the  planned  con¬ 
tracts  for  the  road  work.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior  has  advised  us  that 
no  cash  payments  will  be  required  on 
their  contracts  until  after  July  1,  1959, 
at  which  time  the  funds  in  the  regular 
1960  appropriation  bill  will  be  available. 
So  this  action  will  in  no  way  hold  up  the 
scheduled  construction  program. 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona.  So  the  net 
result  will  be  that  there  will  be  no  delay 
in  this  program. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  In  the  bill  as  it  went 
to  conference  there  was  $3  million  to  be 
used  by  the  forest  service  in  areas  of 
unemployment.  I  notice  that  is  not  in 
the  bill  as  it  came  from  conference. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  That  is  correct.  Let 
me  ask  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  to  give 
the  gentleman  an  answer  to  it. 

Mr.  KIRWAN.  I  was  originally  in  fa¬ 
vor  of  this  item,  for  I  understood  it  was 
intended  to  help  out  the  distressed  area 
in  just  one  State.  But  when  finally  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  other  body  the  $3  million 
was  spread  all  over  32  other  areas,  so  the 
affect  in  any  one  area  would  be  meaning¬ 
less.  Scattering  this  small  amount  of 
funds  across  the  country  as  was  pro¬ 
posed  would  put  only  a  very  small  num¬ 
ber  to  work  in  any  one  area,  and  then 
only  for  a  few  weeks.  This  would  not 
help  and  that  is  why  it  was  taken  out  of 
the  bill. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the 
gentleman  will  permit  me  to  point  this 
out — as  a  matter  of  fact,  did  you  not  put 
about  $10  million  in  your  regular  bill  to 
get  this  job  done?  Is  it  not  also  true  that 
this  small  amount  of  money  would  not 
be  a  drop  in  the  bucket,  and,  further¬ 
more,  the  appropriation  would  expire 
long  before  you  could  allocate  it  because 
this  bill  is  only  good  to  the  end  of  June? 
I  think  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  is  go¬ 
ing  to  try  to  do  something  worth  while 
for  you  about  this. 

Mr.  KIRWAN.  I  want  to  point  out 
that  we  put  $9,650,000  in  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  for  this  year  over  the  budget 
request  for  the  Forest  Service.  I  would 
be  satisfied  to  support  $3  million  if  it  is 
put  in  the  1960  regular  appropriation 
bill  for  this  particular  area  and  not  scat¬ 
tered  around  all  over  the  country.  How 


are  you  going  to  really  help  people  all 
over  the  country  with  such  a  small 
amount? 

Mr.  KIRWAN.  I  understand  it  was 
planned  to  allocate  this  amount  to 
many,  many  areas  and  only  a  portion 
would  go  to  provide  employment.  I  again 
tell  you  that  I  would  vote  for  $3  million  if 
it  was  restricted  to  this  one  area  where 
it  could  be  of  some  aid  but  what  can  be 
accomplished  with  only  $3  million  scat¬ 
tered  over  32  different  areas? 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  I  must  remind  the 
gentleman  that  even  if  the  money  were 
scattered  over  32  areas,  it  is  still  re¬ 
stricted  to  areas  of  unemployment  while 
on  the  other  hand,  as  it  was  originally 
set  up,  the  $3  million  went  to  only  one 
area  and  all  the  other  areas  would  have 
been  completely  left  out. 

Mr.  KIRWAN.  I  am  trying  to  tell  the 
gentleman  that  when  I  told  them  to  put 
it  in  in  the  other  body,  I  asked  them  to 
put  it  in  the  regular  appropriation  bill. 
We  have  only  six  weeks  left  in  this  fiscal 
year. 

Mi-.  JENNINGS.  But  that  was  re¬ 
stricted  to  one  area  and  that  would  not 
have  helped  those  of  us  who  are  outside 
of  that  particular  area. 

Mr.  KIRWAN.  I  again  tell  the  gen¬ 
tleman  that  to  provide  any  effective  re¬ 
lief  for  unemployment  in  the  32  other 
surplus  labor  areas  would  require  many, 
many  millions  of  dollars.  The  $3  million 
would  at  best  help  only  a  relatively  small 
number  for  a  few  weeks.  On  July  1  the 
1960  appropriation  for  the  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice  will  be  available  and  this  will  total 
over  $100  million  for  land  management 
and  roads. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Let  me  say  to  the 
gentleman  that  one  job  is  better  than 
no  job,  and  I  would  be  glad  to  have  any 
part  of  it.  But,  I  am  pleased  to  hear 
that  you  have  $100  million  in  the  bill 
for  1960. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  appar¬ 
ently  there  is  no  disagreement  between 
the  gentlemen.  Both  of  them  are  going 
to  get  around  to  doing  a  tremendous  job 
for  next  year. 


^COMMITTEE  ON  AGRICULTURE— 
\  H.R.  7118 

Mi\McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gefitleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MkCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Agriculture  may  have  until 
midnight  tomorrow  night  to  file  a  report 
on  the  bill,  H.r\7118. 

The  SPEAKER,  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  theVentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts?  \ 

There  was  no  objection. 


ADJOURNMENTS©  VER 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  m\  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the 
House  adjourns  today,  it  adjourn  to  meet 
on  Monday  next.  \ 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  fronk  Mas¬ 
sachusetts?  \ 

There  was  no  objection.  \ 
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LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM 
\  Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  yield. 

'Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
ask,ed  for  this  time  in  order  to  inquire  of 
the\majority  leader  as  to  the  legislative 
program  for  next  week. 

Me.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
program  for  next  week  is  as  follows: 

Monday,  the  Consent  Calendar  will 
be  called.  There  will  be  one  bill  taken 
up  under  suspension  of  the  rules,  the 
bill,  H.R.  7007,  authorizing  appropria¬ 
tions  for.  the  National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration  for  1960.  That  bill 
has  been '  .unanimously  reported  out  of 
committee! 

Then,  tli^  appropriation  bill  for  the 
Department ..  of  Agriculture  for  1960  will 
be  taken  up.  \ 

The  Private  Calendar  will  be  called 
on  Tuesday.  \ 

Following  the  disposition  of  the  agri¬ 
cultural  appropriation  bill,  if  it  should 
go  over  to  Tuesday,  the  housing  bill,  S. 
57,  will  be  brought  up.  If  the  agricul¬ 
tural  appropriation  bill  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  on  Monday,  in  no  event  will  the 
housing  bill  be  brought  up  before  Tues¬ 
day.  In  other  words,  for  example,  if 
the  agricultural  bill  should  be  disposed 
of  on  Monday  in  time  to  start  on  the 
housing  bill,  we  will\not  start  on  it  on 
Monday  so  the  Members  will  be  advised 
of  that.  \ 

The  general  Government  matters  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  for  1961)  will  follow  the 
Housing  bill.  \ 

Agreement  has  been  \  made  by  the 
leadership  that  any  record  vote  on  Mon¬ 
day  or  Tuesday,  with  the  exception  of  a 
vote  on  a  rule,  will  go  over  until  Wednes¬ 
day,  due  to  the  fact  that  there  are 
primaries  in  Pennsylvania  on  Tuesday 
next.  \ 

Mr.  HALLECK.  May  I  inquire  of  the 
gentleman  if  that  likewise  holds  for  any 
record  vote  on  Monday?  \ 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Exactly;\any  rec¬ 
ord  vote  on  Monday  or  Tuesday,  with  the 
exception,  as  I  said,  of  a  vote  on  any 
rule — and  of  course  in  the  caseXof  the,s 
appropriation  bill  there  would  be  np  vote 
on  the  rule  because  such  a  bill  is  prefer¬ 
ential — but  in  the  event  there  should  be 
a  vote  on  a  rule  I  would  have  to  have 
that,  otherwise  we  could  not  proceeds 
Mr.  HALLECK.  If  the  gentleman 
will  yield  further,  there  is  the  possibility 
that  a  veto  message  might  be  coming  m 
here  on  Monday  or  Tuesday;  I  take  Jfc 
that  should  that  happen  a  vote  on  thaft 
message  would  go  over  until  Wednesdays 
Mr.  McCORMACK.  Absolutely ;  abso-  ' 
lutely,  if  not  later. 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPRO¬ 
PRIATION  BILL,  1959 
Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  there  is 
not  to  be  a  rollcall  vote  on  this  confer¬ 
ence  report  I  want  the  Record  to  show 
that  I  am  opposed  and  would  have  voted 
against  approval. 

This  conference  report  calls  for  the 
spending  of  $2,764  million.  That  is  ap¬ 
proximately  $107  million  more  than  the 
bill  contained  when  it  left  the  House. 


Included  in  this  bill  is  $150  million  for 
the  so-called  Redevelopment  Loan  Fund. 
These  are  loans  made  to  foreign  govern- 
1  ments  that  are  so  soft  they  will  never  be 
collected.  The  House  approved  $100  mil¬ 
lion  for  this  purpose.  That  was  too 
much.  Then  the  Senate  added  $50  mil¬ 
lion  and  the  total  amount  of  $150  million 
is  unconscionable  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
this  is  a  supplemental  appropriation 
which  means  this  money  is  in  addition  to 
the  hundreds  of  millions  appropriated 
for  the  same  purpose  earlier  in  this  fis¬ 
cal  year. 

There  are  other  items  in  this  bill  that 
should  never  have  been  increased.  Again, 
I  am  opposed  to  the  substantial  appro¬ 
priations  contained  in  this  bill  to  rectify 
the  mistakes  that  were  made  in  con¬ 
structing  and  equipping  the  new  Senate 
Office  Building. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  opposed  to  this  bill 
and  let  the  Record  clearly  show  my 
position. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  conference 
report. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  first  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  1:  Page  2,  line  7, 
insert  “,  $3,666,700,  to  including  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $35,000  for  the  alterations  to  the  meat 
laboratory  at  Beltsville,  Maryland,  $4,174,110, 
of  which  $4,074,110  shall”. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Thomas  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  1,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  stricken  and  inserted  by  said 
amendment,  insert  “$3,870,400”. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  it 
might  be  well  at  this  point  to  be  sure 
that  the  Record  indicates  the  intent  of 
the  action  of  the  House  conferees  on 
this  amendment.  In  agreeing  to  the 
amount  of  $3,870,400  for  this  appropria¬ 
tion,  the  conferees  are  deleting  the  lan¬ 
guage  and  money  that  was  proposed  in 
the  Senate  amendment  for  conducting 
additional  research  at  Beltsville. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  6:  Page  4,  line  4, 
insert : 

“FOREIGN  AGRICULTURE  SERVICE 

“•Salaries  and  expenses 

“Subject  to  allocation  in  such  manner  as 
may  now  or  hereafter  be  prescribed  by  the 
President,  foreign  currencies  which  have  ac¬ 
crued  under  title  I  of  the  Agricultural  Trade 
Development  and  Assistance  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1704),  may  be  used  with¬ 
out  fiscal  year  limitation  for  the  purposes  of 
section  104  (m)  of  that  Act,  including 
administrative  expenses  directly  related 
thereto,  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  the 
equivalent  of  $1,275,000.” 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 


The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  7:  Page  4,  line  22, 
strike  out  the  word  "The”  and  insert  "For 
an  additional  amount  for  ‘Acreage  allot¬ 
ments  and  marketing  quotas,’  $2,375,000,  to 
be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  ‘Conservation  reserve  program’, 
fiscal  1959  and  the”. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Thomas  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  7,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  sum  named  in  said  amendment,  insert 
"$2,000,000”. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  38:  Page  17,  line  1, 
insert: 

“construction  of  surgical  facilities. 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Construc¬ 
tion  of  surgical  facilities’,  $370,000,  which 
together  with  funds  heretofore  appropriated 
under  this  head  shall  remain  available  until 
expended.” 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Thomas  moves  that  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  38,  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  in  said  amendment, 
insert  "$335,000.” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  42:  Page  20,  line  2, 
insert : 

“ALASKA  INTERNATIONAL  RAIL  AND  HIGHWAY 
COMMISSION 

“Salaries  and  expenses 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Salaries 
and  expenses’,  $200,000  and  said  appropria¬ 
tion  shall  remain  available  until  March  1, 
1960.” 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  50:  Page  22,  line  18, 
insert: 

“refunds  under  renegotiation  act 

“For  refunds  under  section  201(f)  of  the 
Renegotiation  Act  of  1951  (50  U.S.C.  App. 
1231(f) ) ,  $1,400,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended.” 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in 
the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
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The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  56:  Page  24,  line  24, 
insert  “and  in  addition  $100,000  to  be  de¬ 
rived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
■Salaries  and  expenses.  Office  of  Minerals 
Exploration’ 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  57:  Page  25,  line  2, 
insert  “:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $3,500 
shall  be  available  for  reimbursing  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Palls  Irrigation  District  Numbered  2, 
Shoshone,  Idaho,  for  reconstruction  of  a 
bridge  damaged  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement  during  fire-suppression  activities.’’ 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Thomas  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  57,  and  concur  therein. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  63:  Page  29,  line 

9,  insert: 

“TEMPORARY  UNEMPLOYMENT  COMPENSATION 

“The  appropriation  granted  under  this 
head  in  chapter  II  of  the  Act  of  June  13, 
1958  (Public  Law  85-457),  shall  remain 
available  until  September  30,  1959,  for  carry¬ 
ing  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Tempo¬ 
rary  Unemployment  Compensation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended.” 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Thomas  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  63,  and  concur  therein. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  66:  Page  30,  line  1, 
insert: 

“salaries,  officers  and  employees 
“ Office  of  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  and 
Doorkeeper 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  Office  of  Ser¬ 
geant  at  Arms  and  Doorkeeper,  $1,055  for  the 
employment  from  May  1,  1959,  of  an  Assist¬ 
ant  Superintendent,  Periodical  Press  Gallery, 
at  $3,000  basic  per  annum.” 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Thomas  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  66,  and  concur  therein. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  69:  Page  30,  line 

10,  insert: 


"miscellaneous  items 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Miscellan¬ 
eous  items,’  $81,290:  Provided,  That  effective 
May  1,  1959,  the  basic  salaries  of  the  re¬ 
search  assistants  to  the  majority  and  minor¬ 
ity  leaders,  as  authorized  by  Senate  Resolu¬ 
tion  158,  agreed  to  December  9,  1941,  may 
be  fixed  by  the  respective  leaders  at  not  to 
exceed  $8,820  basic  per  annum  each.” 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Thomas  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  69,  and  concur  therein. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  71:  Page  30,  line 
20,  insert: 

“STATIONERY  (REVOLVING  FUND) 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Stationery 
(revolving  fund)’  $1,780,  to  remain  available 
until  expended.” 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Thomas  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  71,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment  in¬ 
sert: 

"stationery  (revolving  fund) 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Stationery 
(revolving  fund),”  $1,780,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended. 

“house  of  representatives 

“For  payment  to  Mary  S.  Polk,  widow  of 
James  G.  Polk,  late  a  Representative  from 
the  State  of  Ohio,  $22,500.” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  75:  Page  32,  line 
13, insert: 

“additional  office  building  for  the  united 
states  senate 

" Construction  and  equipment  of  additional 
Senate  Office  Building 

“To  enable  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol, 
under  the  direction  of  the  Senate  Office 
Building  Commission,  to  continue  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  construction  and  equipment  of 
a  fireproof  office  building  for  the  use  of  the 
United  States  Senate,  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Second  Deficiency  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1948  (62  Stat.  1029),  as  amend¬ 
ed  by  the  Legislative  Branch  Appropriation 
Act  1958  (71  Stat.  252,  253),  $750,000: 

Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein 
appropriated  shall  be  obligated  or  expended 
for  construction  of  the  rear  center  wing  of 
said  building,  from  the  ground  floor  up,  pro¬ 
vided  for  under  the  building  plans  hereto¬ 
fore  approved  by  such  Commission:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  the  amount  of  $23,446,000 
fixed  by  the  Second  Deficiency  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act,  1948  (62  Stat.  1029),  as  amended 
by  the  Legislative  Branch  Appropriation  Act, 
1958  (71  Stat.  252,  253),  as  the  limit  of  cost 
for  construction  and  equipment  of  an  addi¬ 
tional  office  building  for  the  United  States 
Senate  is  hereby  increased  by  $750,000.” 
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Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Thomas  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  75,  and  concur  therein. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  76:  Page  35,  line  1, 
insert: 

“THIRD  PAN  AMERICAN  GAMES 

“For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Third  Pan 
American  Games,  1959,  $500,000,  to  remain 
available  until  June  30,  1960.” 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Thomas  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  76,  and  ooncur  therein. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  88:  Page  40, 
line  4,  strike  out  “General  provisions:  The 
Secretary  of  Commerce  is  authorized  to 
transfer  not  to  exceed  $900,000  between  ap¬ 
propriations  of  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  available  for  Salaries  and  expenses  for 
the  purpose  of  providing  for  increased  pay 
costs  in  the  fiscal  year  1959”  and  insert 
“General  provisions:  The  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  is  authorized  to  transfer  not  to  exceed 
$833,075  from  the  appropriation  ‘Ship  con¬ 
struction  (liquidation  of  contract  authoriza¬ 
tion)  maritime  activities’,  to  other  appro¬ 
priations  of  the  Department  of  Commerce  for 
the  purpose  of  providing  for  increased  pay 
costs  in  the  fiscal  year  1959.” 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Thomas  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  88,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  sum  proposed  in  said  amendment,  in¬ 
sert  “$416,500”. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  172:  Page  58,  line 
16,  insert  “  ‘Joint  Committee  on  Reduction 
of  Nonessential  Federal  Expenditures’, 
$2,295,  to  remain  available  during  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  the  committee  and  to  be  disbursed 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate;”. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Thomas  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  172,  and  concur  there¬ 
in. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  the  votes  by 
which  action  was  taken  on  the  several 
motions  was  laid  on  the  table. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


May  lk 


ADDITIONAL  COPIES  OF  REPORT 
ENTITLED  “INTERIM  REPORT  OF 

THE '‘BOSTON  NATIONAL  HISTOR¬ 
IC  spins  COMMISSION  PERTAIN¬ 
ING  t6  THE  LEXINGTON-CON- 

CCRD  BATTLE  ROAD” 

Mr.  JONES  V  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker, 
by  direction  of  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration,  I  Xall  up  House  Resolu¬ 
tion  247  and  ask  foX  its  immediate  con¬ 
sideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  there  Vail  be  printed 
three  thousand  additional  Sopies  of  House 
Document  57  (Eighty-sixth  Qongress),  en¬ 
titled  “Interim  Report  of  the\Boston  Na¬ 
tional  Historic  Sites  CommissiorkPertaining 
to  the  Lexington-Concord  Battle  xtoad”  for 
distribution  by  the  House  Superintend®11^  of 
Documents. 

Mr.  SCHENCK.  Mr.  Speaker,  wilLthe 
gentleman  yield?  \ 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to  thl 
gentleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  SCHENCK.  Would  the  gentle¬ 
man  inform  the  House  as  to  the  cost  of 
each  of  these  resolutions  he  is  about  to 
introduce? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  I  will  be  glad 
to.  The  cost  of  the  resolution  before 
the  House  at  this  time  is  $923.  That  is  a 
back-press  cost  for  the  3,000  additional 
copies  of  that  document. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  >, 

JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON  WASHING¬ 
TON  METROPOLITAN  PROBLEMS 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker, 
by  direction  of  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration,  I  call  up  Senate  Con¬ 
current  Resolution  22  and  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  ( the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  concurring).  That  there  be 
printed  for  the  use  of  the  Joint  Committee 
on  Washington  Metropolitan  Problems,  one  _ 
thousand  additional  copies  of  the  hearings  ‘ 
held  during  the  Eighty-fifth  Congress  en¬ 
titled,  “Transportation  Problems  in  Mary¬ 
land,  Virginia,  and  the  Washington  IVjetro- 
politan  Area.” 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  y&ill  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  3>£ield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  What  is  >he  cost  of  this 
resolution? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Mis&efuri.  The  cost  of 
this  resolution  is  $1,6^9. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mi/ Speaker,  if  the  gen¬ 
tleman  will  yield  further,  is  this  designed 
as  a  propaganchr piece  for  the  benefit  of 
these  States  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  to  promote  some  more  free  bridges 
across  the  Potomac? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  I  will  answer 
the  gentleman  and  tell  him  that  I  do 
not  tiyhk  that  is  the  purpose  of  it.  How¬ 
ever/this  is  a  Senate  resolution,  and  I 
wo*fld  say  that  as  a  matter  of  precedent 


and  comity  between  the  two  Houses,  we 
usually  approve  Senate  resolutions  that 
come  over  here. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  would  not  think  of  sug¬ 
gesting  that  the  gentleman  do  any¬ 
thing  that  would  disturb  the  so- 
called  comity  between  the  House  and 
the  Senate;  I  am  not  suggesting  that  at 
all,  but  I  would  like  to  know  whether 
this  is  a  propaganda  piece  designed  to 
help  build  some  more  bridges  or  do  some¬ 
thing  of  that  kind  in  this  area,  using  the 
taxpayers’  money  of  Missouri  and  Iowa 
as  well  as  all  the  States. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  I  am  not  in 
favor  of  propaganda,  as  the  gentleman 
knows. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


RESIGNATION  FROM  COMMITTEE 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  resignation  from  a  com¬ 
mittee  : 

May  14,  1959, 

Hon.  S\m  Rayburn, 

Speaker /House  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  MrS,  Speaker:  I  herewith  offer  my 
resignation  from  the  House  Select  pommittee 
on  Small  Business. 

It  has  been  a  jrovilege  and  pleasure  to  work 
with  the  members  of  the  Small  Business 
Committee  and  I  regret  thay  I  must  discon¬ 
tinue  this  associations, 

Sincerely  yours, ' 

'  'bert  H.  Quie, 
lernber  of  Congress. 

The  SPEAKER:  Without  objection, 
the  resignation  m\\  be  accepted. 

There  was  r/>  objection. 


RESIGNATION  FROM  COMMITTEE 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  klouse 
the  following  resignation  from  a 
mitt 

May  14,  1959.’ 

Hyfi.  Sam  Rayburn, 
oeaker.  House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Speaker:  It  has  been  a  privilege 
and  pleasure  to  serve  on  the  Committee  on 
House  Administration  for  the  past  several 
years.  However,  I  now  find  it  necessary  to 
discontinue  my  service  on  the  committee  in 
order  to  devote  full  time  to  my  duties  and 
responsibilities  as  minority  leader. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Charles  A.  Halleck, 

Minority  Leader. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
the  resignation  will  be  accepted. 

There  was  no  objection. 


ELECTION  TO  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  LAFORE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
resolution  (H.  Res.  263)  and  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows: 

Resolved,  That  Albert  H.  Quie,  Minnesota, 
be,  and  he  is  hereby,  elected  a  member  of 
the  standing  committee  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  on  Education  and  Labor. 


The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  tl 
table. 

LEGISLATIVE  RECOMMENDATION S — 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

OF  THE  UNITED  STATES/(S.  DOC. 

NO.  27) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  befi^-e  the  House 
the  following  message  f/om  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  Stated  which  was  read 
and  referred  to  the  .Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  theft State  of  the  Union 
and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Congress'  of  the  United  States: 

In  making  my  legislative  recommen¬ 
dations  in  January  of  this  year  I  called 
to  the  particular  attention  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  thiyfe  matters  requiring  urgent 
consideration  and  action.  It  is  now 
some  ^months  since  I  made  these  rec¬ 
ommendations  and  to  date  the  Congress 
has,aealt  finally  with  none  of  them.  On 
or>e,  it  has  taken  no  action  at  all. 

These  recommendations  were  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  To  avert  a  serious  disruption  of 
the  interstate  highway  program  due  to 
an  impending  deficit  in  the  highway 
trust  fund,  I  recommended  a  temporary 
increase  in  the  Federal  tax  on  motor 
fuels; 

2.  To  avoid  the  possibility  of  a  serious 
interruption  in  homebuilding,  I  rec¬ 
ommended  an  increased  authorization 
for  the  insuring  of  home  mortgages  by 
the  Federal  Housing  Administration; 

3.  To  halt  the  accelerated  buildup  of 
surplus  agricultural  commodities  and  to 
reduce  those  stocks  and  their  ever- 
mounting  cost  to  the  taxpayer,  I  recom¬ 
mended  corrective  legislation. 

Since  these  recommendations  were 
made,  time  has  grown  steadily  shorter 
and  the  problems  occasioned  by  the  lack 
of  action  in  the  Congress  increasingly 
critical. 

HIGHWAY  TRUST  FUND 

In  setting  up  the  interstate  highway 
program  in- 1956,  the  Congress  provided 
\that  it  be  conducted  on  a  pay-as-you- 
basis  and,  to  accomplish  this  pur- 
p5se,  established  the  highway  trust 
funsL  Motor  fuels  and  other  highway 
user  \axes  are  paid  into  this  fund,  and 
Federal  grants,  amounting  to  90  percent 
of  the  cost  of  building  the  Interstate 
Highway  System,  are  paid  to  the  States 
out  of  the  rtod. 

Legislation'enacted  last  year,  however, 
has  increased  she  rate  at  which  money 
is  being  spent  from  the  fund  and  nothing 
has  been  done  to '■put  more  money  into 
the  fund.  Because*,  the  law  wisely  re¬ 
quires  that  the  fund's  expenditures  not 
exceed  its  receipts,  it\ill  be  impossible 
this  year,  without  congressional  action, 
to  apportion  funds  so  that  the  States 
may  make  commitments  forShiture  high¬ 
way  construction.  Apportionments  in 
the  following  year  would  also  De  far  be¬ 
low  those  needed  to  cany  forward  the 
roadbuilding  schedule  now  contemplated 
by  law. 

To  keep  the  highway  trust  fund  o\a 
pay-as-you-go  basis  and  to  maintain  the 
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AN  ACT 

Making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1959, 

and  for  other  purposes. 


lie  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled ,  That  the  following  Second  Supple- 
sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  other-  mental  Appropri- 
wise  appropriated,  to  supply  supplemental  appropriations  (this  Act  ation  Act,  1959. 
may  be  cited  as  the  “Second  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  19;>9”)\  73  stat.  33. 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1959,  and  for  other  purposes,  73  stat!  34. 
namely : 

TITLE  I 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Research  Service 


SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  as  follows: 

“Research”,  $3,870,400,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959; 

“Plant  and  animal  disease  and  pest  control”,  $2,302,000,  to  be 
derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve 
program”,  fiscal  year  1959;  and 

“Meat  inspection”,  $1,709,100,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the 
appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959. 

Extension  Service 


COOPERATIVE  EXTENSION  WORK,  PAYMENTS  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Cooperative  extension  work,  pay¬ 
ments  and  expenses”,  for  “Penalty  mail”,  $559,682,  to  be  derived  by 
transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”, 
fiscal  year  1959 :  Provided ,  That  of  the  amount  made  available  under 
i’-is  head  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and'  Farm  Credit 
^^ministration  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  for  “Payments  to  States, 72  stat.  189. 
?fawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Rico”,  $63,145  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
subappropriation  for  “Penalty  mail”,  and  $154,100  shall  be  transferred 
to  the  subappropriation  for  “Federal  Extension  Service”. 

Agricultural  Conservation  Program  Service 

AGRICULTURAL  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM 

The  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
and  Farm  Credit  Administration  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  72  stat.  192. 
amount  available  for  administrative  expenses,  is  increased  from 
“$24,698,000”  to  “$25,252,000”,  and  the  limitation  thereunder  on  the 
maximum  amount  which  shall  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation 
account  for  “Administrative  expenses,  section  392,  Agricultural  52  Stat.  69. 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938”, is  increased  from  “$5,025,800”  to  “$5,385,600”.  7  use  1392. 
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Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

MARKETING  RESEARCH  AND  SERVICE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Marketing  research  and  service”, 
as  follows : 

“Marketing  research  and  agricultural  estimates”,  $1,176,100,  to  be 
derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve 
programs”,  fiscal  year  1959 ;  and 

“Marketing  services”,  $1,936,600,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from 
the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  year 

1959. _ 

Foreign  Agricultural  Service 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Subject  to  allocation  in  such  manner  as  may  now  or  hereafter  be 
prescribed  by  the  President,  foreign  currencies  which  have  accrued 
under  title  1  of  the  Agricultural  Trade  Development  and  Assistah 
Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1704),  may  be  used  without  fis£*P 
year  limitation  for  the  purposes  of  section  104 (m)  of  that  Act,  in¬ 
cluding  administrative  expenses  directly  related  thereto,  in  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  the  equivalent  of  $1,275,000. 

Soil  Bank  Programs 

CONSERVATION  RESERVE  PROGRAM 

The  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
and  Farm  Credit  Administration  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the 
amount  available  for  administrative  expenses,  is  increased  from 
“$16,000,000”  to  “$16,286,200”. 

Commodity  Stabilization  Service 

ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS  AND  MARKETING  QUOTAS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Acreage  allotments  and  market¬ 
ing  quotas”,  $2,000,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”,  fiscal  1959  and  the 
limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  an^- 
Farm  Credit  Administration  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amou 
which  shall  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  account  “Administrate 
tive  expenses,  section  392,  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938”,  is 
increased  from  “$6,380,100”  to  “$6,861,700”. 

Special  Activities 

REIMBURSEMENT  TO  COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION  FOR  COSTS  OF 

SPECIAL  ACTIVITIES 

To  reimburse  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for  authorized 
unrecovered  costs  through  June  30,  1958  (including  interest  through 
recovery  date),  as  follows:  (1)  $80,800,000  under  the  International 
Wheat  Agreement  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1641-1642)  ;  (2) 
$119,270,000  for  commodities  disposed  of  for  emergency  famine  relief 
to  friendly  peoples  pursuant  to  title  II  of  the  Act  of  July  10,  1954, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1703,  1721-1724)  ;  (3)  $1,033,515,000  for  the 
sale  of  surplus  agricultural  commodities  for  foreign  currencies  pur¬ 
suant  to  title  I  of  the  Act  of  July  10,  1954,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
1701-1709)  ;  (4)  $18,506  for  grain  made  available  to  the  Secretary  of 
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the  Interior  to  prevent  crop  damage  by  migratory  waterfowl  pursuant 
to  the  Act  of  July  3,  1956  (7  U.S.C.  442-446) ;  (5)  $82,250,335  for  70  stat.  492. 
strategic  and  other  materials  acquired  by  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  as  a  result  of  barter  or  exchange  of  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  or  products  and  transferred  to  the  supplemental  stockpile 
pursuant  to  Public  Law  540,  84th  Congress  (7  U.S.C.  1856) ;  (6)  70  stat.  200. 
$19,390,100  for  transfers  to  the  appropriation  for  “Diseases  of  animals 
and  poultry”  pursuant  to  authority  contained  under  such  head  nA  71  stat.  330. 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  Farm  Credit  Administration!  73  stat.  35. 
Appropriation  Act,  1958;  and  (7)  $1,510,870  for  transfers  to  the  73  Stat.  36. 
appropriation  “Marketing  research  and  service”  pursuant  to  the  Act 
of  August  31,  1951  (7  U.S.C.  414a),  for  grading  tobacco  and  classing  65  stat.  239. 
cotton  without  charge  to  producers,  as  authorized  by  law  (7  U.S.C.  50  stat.  62. 
473a,  511d).  ’  49  stat-  732 • 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 


7) 


LIMITATION  ON  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES,  COMMODITY  CREDIT 

CORPORATION 


The  limitation  under  this  head  in  title  II  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  Farm  Credit  Administration  Appropriation  Act,  72  stat.  198. 
1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  administrative  expenses  of  the  Cor¬ 
poration,  is  increased  from  “$35,398,000”  to  “$39,600,000”. 


Office  of  Information 

) 

salaries  and  expenses 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $74,000,  to 
be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation 
reserve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959. 

Forest  Service 


FOREST  PROTECTION  AND  UTILIZATION 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Forest  protection  and  utilization”, 
as  follows: 

“Forest  land  management”,  $12,554,400,  of  which  $5,432,200  shall 
be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation 
7u§erve  program”,  fiscal  year  1959 ; 
rmr  Forest  research”,  $1,003,400;  and 

“State  and  private  forestry  cooperation”,  $102,800. 

FUNDS  APPROPRIATED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 
Mutual  Security 

DEVELOPMENT  LOAN  FUND 

For  an  additional  amount  for  advances  to  the  Development  Loan 
Fund,  as  authorized  by  section  203  of  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of  71  stat.  358. 
1954,  as  amended,  $150,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended.  22  use  1873 . 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Maritime  Activities 


ship  construction 

Not  to  exceed  $18,675,000  of  appropriations  heretofore  granted 
under  this  head  shall  be  available  for  design,  construction,  outfitting, 
and  preparation  for  operation  of  a  nuclear  powered  merchant  ship. 
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OPERATING-DIFFERENTIAL  SUBSIDIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operating-differential  subsidies”, 
$7,500,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

STATE  MARINE  SCHOOLS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “State  marine  schools”,  $35,000 ;  and 
72  stat.  230.  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of  Commerce  and 
Related  Agencies  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available 
for  the  maintenance  and  repair  of  vessels  loaned  by  the  United  States, 
is  increased  from  “$149,800”  to  “$187,300”. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $723,450: 
72  stat.  230.  Provided ,  That  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of 

Commerce  and  Related  Agencies  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  tLs 
amount  available  for  “Administrative  expenses”,  is  increased  f/y 
“$6,975,000”  to  “$7,566,750”;  the  limitation  thereunder  on  the  amoum 
available  for  “Maintenance  of  shipyard  and  reserve  training  facilities 
and  operation  of  warehouses”,  is  increased  from  “$1,400,000”  to 
“$1,481,300”;  and  the  limitation  thereunder  on  the  amount  avail¬ 
able  for  “Reserve  fleet  expenses”,  is  increased  from  “$6,150,000”  to 
“$6,200,400”. 

Patent  Office 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $1,667,300. 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  LABORATORIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction  of  laboratories”, 
$19,793. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— CIVIL  FUNCTIONS 


Department  of  the  Army  ^ 

CEMETERIAL  EXPENSES 

Salaries  and  Expenses 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $535,000. 

RIVERS  AND  HARBORS  AND  FLOOD  CONTROL 

Construction,  General 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction,  general”,  $5,000,000, 
to  remain  available  until  expended. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— MILITARY  FUNCTIONS 
Department  of  the  Army 

OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operation  and  maintenance”, 
$39,030,000. 
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ARMY  NATIONAL  GUARD 

For  an  additional  amount,  fiscal  year  1958,  for  “Army  National 
Guard”,  $3,065,000. 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Army  National  Guard”,  $11,000,000. 
Department  of  the  Navy 

MILITARY  PERSONNEL,  NAVY 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Military  personnel,  Navy”, 
$34,898,200. 

AIRCRAFT  AND  FACILITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Aircraft  and  facilities”,  $18,312, 500. 

SHIPS  AND  FACILITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Ships  and  facilities”,  $19,000,000. 

ORDNANCE  AND  FACILITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Ordnance  and  facilities”,  $4,098,700. 

MEDICAL  CARE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Medical  care”,  $8,100,000. 


CIVIL  ENGINEERING 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Civil  engineering”,  $3,564,400. 


SERVICEWIDE  SUPPLY  AND  FINANCE 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Servicewide  supply  and  finance”, 
$15,497,500. 


SERVICEWIDE  OPERATIONS 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Servicewide  operations”,  $5,419,300. 


Department  of  the  Air  Force 

fus 

2  MILITARY  personnel 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Military  personnel”,  $18,728,000. 

General  Provisions 

The  limitation  of  $49,000,000  contained  in  section  611  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  Public  Law  85-724,  72  stat.  725 
approved  August  22,  1958,  may  be  exceeded  by  not  more  than 
$5,000,000. 

Section  615  of  the  Department  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act,  72  stat.  726 
1959,  is  amended,  effective  January  3,  1959,  by  adding  the  words  “or 
in  Alaska”  after  the  words  “outside  the  United  States”. 
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DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 
Federal  Funds 

FEDERAL  PAYMENT  TO  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Federal  payment  to  District  of 
Columbia”  (to  be  paid  to  the  general  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia  ■ 
out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated) , 
$5,000,000. 

District  of  Columbia  Funds 


OPERATING  EXPENSES 

Department  of  General  Administration 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  General  Adminis¬ 
tration”,  $456,750,  of  which  $7,810  shall  be  payable  from  the  highway 
fund  and  $2,000  from  the  water  fund. 

Department  of  Occupations  and  Professions 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  Occupations  and 
Professions”,  $23,300. 

Public  Schools 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Public  schools”,  $4,095,668,  of  which 
$75,000  shall  be  available  for  the  development  of  vocational  education. 


Public  Library 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Public  Library”,  $152,050. 
Metropolitan  Police 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Metropolitan  Police”,  $2,616,800, 
of  which  $258,900  shall  be  payable  from  the  highway  fund  and  $15,400 
from  the  motor  vehicle  parking  fund. 


Fire  Department 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Fire  Department”,  $1,200,300. 
Department  of  Corrections 


c 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  Corrections”, 
$264,600. 

Department  of  Public  Welfare 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Department  of  Public  Welfare”, 

$1,000,000. 

Miscellaneous 


SETTLEMENT  OF  CLAIMS  AND  SUITS 

For  the  payment  of  claims  in  excess  of  $250,  approved  by  the 
Commissioners  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
-902- February  11,  1929,  as  amended  (45  Stat.  1160;  46  Stat.  500;  65  Stat. 
131),  $24,131. 
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73  St  at.  40. 


For  tlie  payment  of  final  judgments  rendered  against  the  District 
of  Columbia,  as  set  forth  in  Senate  Document  Numbered  20  and 
House  Document  Numbered  58  (Eighty-sixth  Congress),  $118,285, 
together  with  such  further  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  the 
interest  at  not  exceeding  4  per  centum  per  annum  on  such  judgments, 
as  provided  by  law,  from  the  date  the  same  became  due  until  the  date 
of  payment. 

AUDITED  CLAIMS 


For  an  additional  amount  for  the  payment  of  claims,  certified  to 
be  due  by  the  accounting  officers  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  under 
appropriations  the  balances  of  which  have  been  exhausted  or  credited 
to  the  general  or  special  funds  of  the  District  of  Columbia  as  provided 
by  law  (D.C.  Code,  title  47,  sec.  130a),  being  for  the  service  of  the  58  stat.  533. 
fiscal  year  1958  and  prior  fiscal  years,  as  set  forth  in  House  Document 
■Numbered  58  (Eighty-sixth  Congress),  $147,484,  together  with  such 
'  rther  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  the  interest  on  audited  claims 
tor  refunds  at  not  exceeding  4  per  centum  per  annum  as  provided  by 
law  (Act  of  July  10, 1952,  66  Stat.  546,  sec.  14d).  D*c»  Code 


Division  of  Expenses 


The  sums  appropriated  in  this  title  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
shall,  unless  otherwise  specifically  provided  for,  be  paid  out  of  the 
general  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  defined  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  Appropriations  Acts  for  the  fiscal  years  involved. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 


Food  and  Drug  Administration 


salaries  and  expenses 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $1,117,000. 

Office  of  Education 

DEFENSE  EDUCATIONAL  ACTIVITIES 

©F  or  an  additional  amount  for  “Defense  educational  activities”, 
$75,300,000,  of  which  $25,000,000  shall  be  for  capital  contributions  to 
student  loan  funds  for  which  applications  have  been  filed  on  or  before 
January  6, 1959,  and  for  loans  tor  non-Federal  capital  contributions  to 
student  loan  funds ;  $37,000,000  shall  be  for  grants  to  States  and  loans 
to  nonprofit  private  schools  for  science,  mathematics,  and  modern 
language  teaching  facilities;  and  $2,000,000  shall  be  for  grants  to 
States  for  testing,  guidance,  and  counseling. 

PAYMENTS  TO  SCHOOL  DISTRICTS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Payments  to  school  districts”, 

$20,000,000. 

ASSISTANCE  FOR  SCHOOL  CONSTRUCTION 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Assistance  for  school  construction”, 
$24,600,000. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $841,000. 
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Public  Health  Service 

assistance  to  states,  general 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Assistance  to  States,  general”, 
$750,000. 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  INDIAN  HEALTH  FACILITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction  of  Indian  health 
facilities”,  $1,886,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  SURGICAL  FACILITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction  of  surgical  facilities”, 
$335,000,  which  together  with  funds  heretofore  appropriated  under 
this  head  shall  remain  available  until  expended. 


SAINT  ELIZABETHS  HOSPITAL 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $35,000. 


Social  Security  Administration 


LIMITATION  ON  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  BUREAU  OF  OLD  AGE  AND 
SURVIVORS  INSURANCE 

The  amount  authorized  by  the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
72  stat.  471,  and  Welfare  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  and  the  Supplemental  Appro- 
878.  priation  Act,  1959,  to  be  available  for  necessary  expenses  of  the  Bureau 

of  Old-Age  and  Survivors  Insurance,  to  be  derived  from  the  Federal 
old-age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund,  is  increased  from 
“$139,131,000”  to  “$171,221,000”. 


LIMITATION  ON  CONSTRUCTION,  BUREAU  OF  OLD-AGE  AND  SURVIVORS 

INSURANCE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction,  Bureau  of  Old-Age 
and  Survivors  Insurance”,  $1,210,000,  to  be  derived  from  the  Federal 
old-age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund,  which  together  with  sums 
71  stat.  222,  heretofore  appropriated  under  said  head  shall  establish  a  limitation 
224.  of  cost  of  $32,290,000:  Provided ,  That  the  first  proviso  under  th>% 

head  in  the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  ApprL 
priation  Act,  1958,  and  the  provisions  of  section  209  of  said  Act  shall 
not  apply  to  construction  authorized  under  the  foregoing  limitation. 

GRANTS  TO  STATES  FOR  PUBLIC  ASSISTANCE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Grants  to  States  for  public  assist¬ 
ance”,  $151,560,000. 


GRANTS  TO  STATES  FOR  MATERNAL  AND  CHILD  WELFARE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Grants  to  States  for  maternal  and 
child  welfare”,  $1,500,000,  to  remain  available  until  June  30,  1960: 

72  stat.  472.  Provided ,  That  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department 

of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the 
amount  available  for  services  for  crippled  children  is  increased  from 
“$15,000,000”  to  “$16,500,000” :  Provided  further ,  That  the  foregoing 
amount  shall  be  available  to  and  expended  by  the  States  only  for  the 
purpose  of  providing  necessary  services  to  children  with  congenital 
heart  disease :  Provided  further ,  That  the  allotments  made  to  the 
States  out  of  such  $1,500,000,  shall  otherwise  be  deemed  a  part  of  their 
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allotments  under  title  V,  part  2,  section  512  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  49  stat.  631. 
as  amended  (42  U.S.C.,  ch.  7,  subch.  V).  42  use  712. 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  OFFICE  OF  FIELD  ADMINISTRATION 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of 
Field  Administration”,  $199,000,  together  with  an  additional  amount 
of  not  to  exceed  $151,200  to  be  transferred  from  the  Federal  old-age 
and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  OFFICE  OF  THE  GENERAL  COUNSEL 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel”,  $55,400,  together  with  an  additional  amount  of  not 
to  exceed  $2,000  to  be  transferred  from  the  appropriation  “Salaries 
3  yid  expenses,  certification  and  inspection  services”,  and  an  additional 
.  .mount  of  not  to  exceed  $51,400  to  be  transferred  from  the  Federal 
old-age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund. 


WHITE  HOUSE  COUNCIL  ON  AGING 

For  an  additional  amount  for  the  “White  House  Council  on  Aging”, 

$844,000,  of  which  $810,000  shall  be  available  for  grants  to  States  and 
shall  remain  available  until  January  31,  1961. 

INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 

Alaska  International  Rail  and  Highway  Commission 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $200,000  and 
said  appropriation  shall  remain  available  until  March  1,  1960. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

payments  to  air  carriers 

us  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Payments  to  air  carriers”, 

^14,094,500,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Civil  Service  Commission 
salaries  and  expenses 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $1,587,200: 

Provided ,  That  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Independent  72  stat.  1063. 
Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  perform¬ 
ing  the  duties  imposed  upon  the  Commission  by  the  Act  of  July  19, 

1940  (54  Stat.  767),  is  increased  from  “$70,000”  to  “$76,700”,  and  5  use  H8i, 
the  limitation  thereunder  on  the  amount  available  for  expenses  of  I18k-ii8n. 
travel  is  increased  from  “$472,000”  to  “$493,000”. 

INVESTIGATIONS  OF  UNITED  STATES  CITIZENS  FOR  EMPLOYMENT  BY  INTER¬ 
NATIONAL  ORGANIZATIONS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Investigations  of  United  States 
citizens  for  employment  by  international  organizations”,  $100,000. 
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ANNUITIES,  PANAMA  CANAL  CONSTRUCTION  EMPLOYEES 
AND  LIGHTHOUSE  SERVICE  WIDOWS 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Annuities,  Panama  Canal  construc¬ 
tion  employees  and  Lighthouse  Service  widows”,  $270,000. 


Commission  on  International  Rules  of  Judicial  Procedure 


SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 


For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Commission  on  International  Rules 
of  Judicial  Procedure,  $25,000,  to  remain  available  until  December 
31,  1959. 

Federal  Aviation  Agency 


GRANTS-IN-AID  FOR  AIRPORTS  (LIQUIDATION  OF  CONTRACT 
AUTHORIZATION ) 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Grants-in-aid  for  airports  (liqiQ 
,tion  of  contract  authorization),”  $18,000,000,  to  remain  available 


dation 
until  expended. 


General  Services  Administration 


EXPENSES,  SUPPLY  DISTRIBUTION 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Expenses,  supply  distribution”, 
$1,582,000,  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Independent 
Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  expenses 
of  travel,  is  increased  from  “$132,500”  to  “$160,000”. 


GENERAL  SUPPLY  FUND 


To  increase  the  general  supply  fund  established  by  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949,  as  amended 
(5  U.S.C.  630g),  $15,000,000. 


SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  OFFICE  OF  ADMINISTRATOR 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of 
Administrator”,  including  expenses  of  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  August  25,  1958  (72  Stat.  838),  $72,240.  ^3 

REFUNDS  UNDER  RENEGOTIATION  ACT 


For  refunds  under  section  201(f)  of  the  Renegotiation  Act  of  1951 
(50  U.S.C.  App.  1231(f)),  $1,400,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended. 

Historical  and  Memorial  Commissions 


CIVIL  WAR  CENTENNIAL  COMMISSION 


For  an  additional  amount  for  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  September  7, 1957  (71  Stat.  626),  as  amended, 
$23,492. 

National  Mediation  Board 


ARBITRATION  AND  EMERGENCY  BOARDS 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Arbitration  and  emergency  boards”, 
$90,000. 
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Outdoor  Recreation  Resources  Review  Commission 

For  an  additional  amount  for  the  Outdoor  Recreation  Resources 
Review  Commission,  $100,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Railroad  Retirement  Board 

LIMITATION  ON  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

The  amount  authorized  by  the  Departments  of  Labor,  and  Health, 

Education,  and  Welfare  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  for  necessary  ex-  72  stat.  474. 
penses  of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Board,  to  be  derived  from  the  rail¬ 
road  retirement  account,  is  increased  from  “$8,450,000”  to  “$9,374,300”. 

River  Basin  Study  Commissions 

RIVER  BASIN  STUDY  COMMISSION  FOR  SOUTH  CAROLINA-GEORGIA-ALABAMA- 
^  FLORIDA 

•  For  an  additional  amount  for  necessary  expenses  to  carry  out  the 

provisions  of  the  Act  approved  August  28,  1958  (Public  Law  85-850),  72  stat.  1090. 

$100,000. 


RIVER  BASIN  STUDY  COMMISSION  FOR  TEXAS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  necessary  expenses  to  carry  out  the 

E revisions  of  title  II  of  the  Act  approved  August  28,  1958  (Public  72  stat.  1058. 
,aw  85-843),  $120,000. 

Veterans  Administration 

GENERAL  OPERATING  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “General  operating  expenses”, 

$12,180,000. 

INPATIENT  CARE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Inpatient  care”,  $48,651,000,  and 
the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropria-  72  stat.  1074. 
tion  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  expenses  of  travel  of  em¬ 
ployees,  is  increased  from  “$375,000”  to  “$400,000”. 

Iftr 

OUTPATIENT  CARE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Outpatient  care”,  $6,934,000,  and 
the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropria-  72  stat.  1074. 
tion  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  expenses  of  travel  of 
employees,  is  increased  from  “$206,400”  to  “$243,000”. 

COMPENSATION  AND  PENSIONS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Compensation  and  pensions”, 

$52,500,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

MANAGEMENT  OF  LANDS  AND  RESOURCES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Management  of  lands  and  resources”, 
$3,735,100  and  in  addition  $100,000  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from 
the  appropriation  “Salaries  and  Expenses,  Office  of  Minerals  Explora¬ 
tion”  :  Provided ,  That  not  to  exceed  $3,500  shall  be  available  for  reim¬ 
bursing  the  American  Falls  Irrigation  District  Numbered  2,  Shoshone, 
Idaho,  for  reconstruction  of  a  bridge  damaged  by  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  during  fire-suppression  activities. 


CONSTRUCTION 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction,”  $1,000,000,  to  remain 
available  until  expended. 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

PAYMENT  TO  STANDING  ROCK  SIOUX  TRIBE  OF  INDIANS 

For  deposit  in  the  United  States  Treasury  to  the  credit  of  the 
Standing  Rock  Sioux  Tribe  of  Indians  for  rehabilitation  and  reloca¬ 
tion,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  5  of  the  Act  of 
September  2, 1958  (72  Stat.  1763),  $6,960,000. 

Bureau  of  Reclamation 


LOAN  PROGRAM 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Loan  program”,  $4,860,000,  to 
remain  available  until  expended. 


National  Park  Service 

MANAGEMENT  AND  PROTECTION 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Management  and  protection”, 
$1,329,200.  _____  t 


Virgin  Islands  Corporation 


LOANS  TO  OPERATING  FUND 

The  Virgin  Islands  Corporation  may  borrow  not  to  exceed  $125,000 
from  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  for  the  engineering  and  design 
of  salt  water  distillation  and  related  facilities  in  Saint  Thomas,  Virgin 
48  use  1407c .  Islands,  as  authorized  by  section  3  of  the  Act  of  September  2, 1958  (72 
Stat.  1760). 
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THE  JUDICIARY 
Courts  of  Appeals,  District  Courts,  and  Other  Judicial  Services 

FEES  OF  JURORS  AND  COMMISSIONERS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Fees  of  jurors  and  commissioners”, 
$180,000. _ _ _ 

TRAVEL  AND  MISCELLANEOUS  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Travel  and  miscellaneous  expenses”, 

$100,000. 


ADMINISTRATIVE  OFFICE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  COURTS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Administrative  Office  of  the  United 
States  Courts”,  $91,000,  of  which  $82,100  shall  be  derived  by  transfer 
from  the  appropriation  for  “Salaries  of  judges”,  fiscal  year  1959. 

»  EXPENSES  OF  REFEREES 

'  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Expenses  of  referees”,  $247,600,  to 
be  derived  from  the  referees’  expense  fund  established  in  pursuance 
of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1946,  as  amended  (11  U.S.C.  68(c)  (4)). 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Legal  Activities  and  General  Administration 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  GENERAL  LEGAL  ACTIVITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses,  general  legal 
activities”,  $973,000. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  UNITED  STATES  ATTORNEYS  AND  MARSHALS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses,  United  States 
attorneys  and  marshals”,  $2,032,000. 

FEES  AND  EXPENSES  OF  WITNESSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Fees  and  expenses  of  witnesses”, 
<850,000;  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of 
Justice  Appropriation  Act,  1959,  on  the  amount  available  for  com¬ 
pensation  and  expenses  of  witnesses  or  informants,  is  increased  from 
“$225,000”  to  “$275,000”. 

Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $9,611,000. 
Federal  Prison  System 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  BUREAU  OF  PRISONS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of 
Prisons”,  $2,671,000. 

SUPPORT  OF  UNITED  STATES  PRISONERS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Support  of  United  States  prisoners”, 
$500,000. 
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•40863  0  -  59  -2 


-14- 


May  20,  1959 


33  USC  901. 
29  USC  307. 


72  Stat.  187, 

72  Stat.  171. 
42  USC  1400 
note. 


Pub.  Law  86-30 

73  Stat.  47. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 


Bureau  of  Labor  Standards 


salaries  and  expenses 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  including 
$240,000  for  necessary  expenses  for  the  performance  of  safety  func¬ 
tions  of  the  Secretary  under  the  Longshoremen’s  and  Harbor  Workers’ 
Compensation  Act,  as  amended  (72  Stat.  835)  ;  and  for  the  performance 
of  functions  vested  in  the  Secretary  by  sections  8  (b)  and  (c)  of  the 
Welfare  and  Pension  Plans  Disclosure  Act  (72  Stat.  997) ;  $724,800. 

Bureau  of  Employment  Security 
salaries  and  expenses 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $601,700. 

UNEMPLOYMENT  COMPENSATION  FOR  VETERANS  AND  FEDERAL  EMPLOYE^*” 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Unemployment  compensation  for 
veterans  and  Federal  employees”,  $40,000,000. 

TEMPORARY  UNEMPLOYMENT  COMPENSATION 

The  appropriation  granted  under  this  head  in  chapter  II  of  the 
Act  of  June  13,  1958  (Public  Law  85-457),  shall  remain  available 
until  September  30, 1959,  for  carrying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the 
Temporary  Unemployment  Compensation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended. 

LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH 


Senate 

SALARIES  OF  SENATORS,  MILEAGE  OF  THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  SENATE  AND 
OF  SENATORS,  EXPENSE  ALLOWANCE  OF  THE  MAJORITY  AND  MINORITY 
LEADERS  OF  THE  SENATE,  AND  SALARY  AND  EXPENSE  ALLOWANCE  OF 
THE  VICE  PRESIDENT 


Compensation  of  Senators 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Compensation  of  Senators”, 
Salaries,  Officers  and  Employees 


OFFICE  OF  THE  SERGEANT  AT  ARMS  AND  DOORKEEPER 

For  an  additional  amount  for  Office  of  Sergeant  at  Arms  and  Door¬ 
keeper,  $1,055  for  the  employment  from  May  1,  1959,  of  an  Assistant 
Superintendent,  Periodical  Press  Gallery,  at  $3,000  basic  per  annum. 
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Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate 


FURNITURE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Furniture*’,  $34,385. 


MISCELLANEOUS  ITEMS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Miscellaneous  items”,  $81,290:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  effective  May  1,  1959,  the  basic  salaries  of  the  research 
assistants  to  the  majority  and  minority  leaders,  as  authorized  by 
S.  Res.  158,  agreed  to  December  9,  1941,  may  be  fixed  by  the  respective 
leaders  at  not  to  exceed  $8,820  basic  per  annum  each. 

POSTAGE  STAMPS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  maintenance  of  a  supply  of  stamps 
in  the  Senate  Post  Office,  $2,000. 


N.  STATIONERY  (REVOLVING  FUND) 

^  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Stationery  (revolving  fund)”, 
$1,780,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

House  of  Representatives 

For  payment  to  Mary  S.  Polk,  widow  of  James  G.  Polk,  late  a  Rep¬ 
resentative  from  the  State  of  Ohio,  $22,500. 

For  payment  to  Herman  P.  Eberharter,  Junior,  and  James  J.  Eber- 
harter,  sons  of  Herman  P.  Eberharter,  late  a  Representative  from  the 
State  of  Pennsylvania,  $22,500. 

For  payment  to  Constance  L.  Horst,  Bettie  J.  Butler,  and  Harry  L. 
McGregor,  children  of  J.  Harry  McGregor,  late  a  Representative 
from  the  State  of  Ohio,  $22,500. 

For  payment  to  Edna  Simpson,  widow  of  Sidney  E.  Simpson,  late 
a  Representative  from  the  State  of  Illinois,  $22,500. 

For  payment  to  the  children  of  George  H.  Christopher,  late  a 
Representative  from  the  State  of  Missouri,  $22,500. 

For  payment  to  Georgia  T.  Reed,  widow  of  Daniel  A.  Reed,  late  a 
Representative  from  the  State  of  New  York,  $22,500. 


)• 


CONTINGENT  EXPENSES  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Reporting  Hearings 


For  an  additional  amount,  fiscal  year  1958,  for  “Reporting  hear¬ 
ings”,  $10,000. 

Postage  Stamps 


For  airmail  and  special-delivery  postage  stamps,  for  the  first  ses¬ 
sion  of  the  86th  Congress,  as  authorized  by  Public  Law  85-778, 
approved  August  27,  1958,  $183,640. 


Architect  of  the  Capitol 


EXTENSION  OF  THE  CAPITOL 

To  enable  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  under  the  direction  of  the 
Commission  for  Extension  of  the  United  States  Capitol,  to  continue 
to  provide  for  the  extension,  reconstruction,  and  replacement  of  the 
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71  Stat.  284. 
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note. 
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central  portion  of  the  United  States  Capitol  and  other  improvements 
authorized  under  the  heading  “Extension  of  the  Capitol”  in  the  Act 
of  August  5,  1955  (69  Stat.  515,  516),  as  amended,  $4,000,000. 

FURNITURE  AND  FURNISHINGS,  ADDITIONAL  SENATE  OFFICE  BUILDING 

To  enable  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  under  the  direction  of  the 
Senate  Office  Building  Commission,  to  continue  to  provide  furniture 
and  furnishings  for  the  additional  office  building  for  the  United  States 
Senate,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  July  10,  1957 
(Public  Law  85-93,  Eighty-fifth  Congress),  $283,550,  to  remain 
available  until  expended. 

ADDITIONAL  OFFICE  BUILDING  FOR  THE  UNITED  STATES  SENATE 

Construction  and  Equipment  of  Additional  Senate  Office  Building 

To  enable  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  under  the  direction  of  the 
Senate  Office  Building  Commission,  to  continue  to  provide  for  the 
construction  and  equipment  of  a  fireproof  office  building  for  the  upi 
of  the  United  States  Senate,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  tlk 
Second  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1948  (62  Stat.  1029),  as* 
amended  by  the  Legislative  Branch  Appropriation  Act,  1958  (71  Stat. 
252,  253),  $750,000:  Provided ,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appro¬ 
priated  shall  be  obligated  or  expended  for  construction  of  the  rear 
center  wing  of  said  building,  from  the  ground  floor  up,  provided  for 
under  the  building  plans  heretofore  approved  by  such  Commission: 
Provided  further ,  That  the  amount  of  $23,446,000  fixed  by  the  Second 
Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1948  (62  Stat.  1029),  as  amended  by 
the  Legislative  Branch  Appropriation  Act,  1958  (71  Stat.  252,  253), 
as  the  limit  of  cost  for  construction  and  equipment  of  an  additional 
office  building  for  the  United  States  Senate  is  hereby  increased  by 
$750,000. 

POST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENT 
(Out  of  postal  fund) 

Transportation 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Transportation”,  $37,500,000. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
Administration  or  Foreign  Affairs 


SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $6,664,900. 

EMERGENCIES  IN  THE  DIPLOMATIC  AND  CONSULAR  SERVICE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Emergencies  in  the  diplomatic  and 
consular  service”,  $495,000. 

International  Organizations  and  Conferences 

CONTRIBUTIONS  TO  INTERNATIONAL  ORGANIZATIONS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Contributions  to  international 
organizations”,  $4,943,146. 
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INTERNATIONAL  CONTINGENCIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “International  contingencies” 
$1;100,000 :  Provided,  That  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for 
reimbursement  to  the  appropriation  “Emergency  fund  for  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  national  defense,”  fiscal  year  1959,  in  such  amounts  as  may  have 
been  expended  from  said  appropriation  for  the  purposes  of  this 
appropriation. 

International  Commissions 


INTERNATIONAL  BOUNDARY  AND  WATER  COMMISSION, 
UNITED  STATES  AND  MEXICO 


"I 


Operation 

For  an  additional  amount 
31,500. 


and  maintenance 
for  “Operation 
Other 


and 


maintenance”, 


PAYMENT  TO  THE  PHILIPPINE  GOVERNMENT 

For  payment  in  full  and  final  settlement  to  the  Government  of  the 
Philippines  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  June  19, 1934  (48  Stat.  1115) 
$23,862,751,  to  be  derived  from  receipts  under  section  7  of  the  Gold 
Reserve  Act  of  1934  (31  U.S.C.  408b). 

THIRD  PAN  AMERICAN  GAMES 

For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Third  Pan  American  Games,  1959, 
$500,000,  to  remain  available  until  June  30,  1960. 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 
Bureau  of  Accounts 


SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $337,000. 

^  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  DIVISION  OF  DISBURSEMENT 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Division  of 
Disbursement”,  $3,903,600. 

Bureau  of  Customs 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $4,519,000. 
Internal  Revenue  Service 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $30,000,000. 
United  States  Secret  Service 

\ 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  WHITE  HOUSE  POLICE 

F or  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses.  White  House 
Police”,  $114,000. 
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Bureau  of  the  Mint 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 


Not  to  exceed  $500  of  the  appropriation  granted  under  this  head 
for  the  fiscal  year  1959  shall  be  available  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Act  of  February  28,  1929  (45  Stat.  1409),  as  amended  by  the  Act  of 
72  stat.  1702 September  2,  1958  (Public  Law  85-879),  authorizing  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  to  strike  and  present  a  gold  medal  in  honor  of  Roger 
P.  Ames. 

Coast  Guard 


OPERATING  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operating  expenses”,  $7,800,000. 


CLAIMS  FOR  DAMAGES  AND  JUDGMENTS 

For  payment  of  claims  for  damages  as  settled  and  determined  b^ 
departments  and  agencies  in  accord  with  law  and  judgments  rendered 
against  the  United  States  by  United  States  district  courts  and  the 
United  States  Court  of  Claims,  as  set  forth  in  Senate  Document  Num¬ 
bered  20  and  House  Document  Numbered  95,  Eighty-sixth  Congress, 
$4,931,024,  together  with  such  amounts  as  may  De  necessary  to  pay 
interest  (as  and  when  specified  in  such  judgments  or  provided  by 
law)  and  such  additional  sums  due  to  increases  in  rates  of  exchange 
as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  claims  in  foreign  currency:  Provided , 
That  no  judgment  herein  appropriated  for  shall  be  paid  until  it  shall 
have  become  final  and  conclusive  against  the  United  States  by  failure 
of  the  parties  to  appeal  or  otherwise :  Provided  further ,  That,  unless 
otherwise  specifically  required  by  law  or  by  the  judgment,  payment 
of  interest  wherever  appropriated  for  herein  shall  not  continue  for 
more  than  thirty  days  after  the  date  of  approval  of  this  Act. 


TITLE  II 


INCREASED  PAY  COSTS 


For  additional  amounts  for  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  1959- 
for  increased  pay  costs  authorized  by  or  pursuant  to  law,  as  follows :  ( 


Department  of  Agriculture 


Farmer  Cooperative  Service:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $39,900,  to 
be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation 


reserve  program 


Soil  Conservation  Service:  “Conservation  operations”,  $6,102,800, 
to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation 


t”. 

J 


appropriation 


reserve  program' 

Foreign  Agricultural  Service:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $232,020, 
to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation 
reserve  program”; 

Commodity  Exchange  Authority :  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $63,500, 
to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation 
reserve  program”; 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation:  “Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  fund”  (increase  of  $297,000  in  the  limitation  upon  the 
amount  which  may  be  paid  from  premium  income  for  administrative 
and  operating  expenses) ; 
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Rural  Electrification  Administration:  “Salaries  and  expenses’', 
$582,300,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Con¬ 
servation  reserve  program” ; 

Farmers’  Home  Administration :  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $2,100,000, 
to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation 
reserve  program” ; 

Office  of  the  General  Counsel:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $240,750, 
to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation 
reserve  program” ; 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $186,755,  to  be 
derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve 
program” ; 

Library :  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $59,500,  to  be  derived  by  transfer 
from  the  appropriation  for  “Conservation  reserve  program”; 

Department  of  Commerce 

J  General  administration :  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $203,400  ; 

^  Bureau  of  the  Census : 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $600,300 ; 

“1958  censuses  of  business,  manufacturers,  and  mineral  indus¬ 
tries”,  $405,900,  to  remain  available  until  December  31,  1961; 

“Eighteenth  decennial  census”,  $351,000,  to  remain  available 
until  December  31,  1962 ; 

“Census  of  governments”,  $28,800 ; 

Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $665,100; 

Business  and  Defense  Services  Administration :  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $543,420 ; 

Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce: 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $193,275; 

“Export  control”,  $113,400; 

Office  of  Business  Economics:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $91,800; 

Maritime  activities:  “Maritime  training”,  $117,450; 

Bureau  of  Public  Roads:  “Limitation  on  general  administrative 
expenses”  (increase  of  $1,381,500  in  the  limitation  on  necessary 
expenses  of  administration)  ; 

National  Bureau  of  Standards: 

“Expenses”,  $954,900 ; 

)  “Plant  and  equipment”,  $31,950,  to  remain  available  until 
expended ; 

Weather  Bureau :  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $2,514,600 ; 

General  provisions:  The  Secretary  of  Commerce  is  authorized  to 
transfer  not  to  exceed  $416,500  from  the  appropriation  “Ship  construc¬ 
tion  (liquidation  of  contract  authorization)  maritime  activities”,  to 
other  appropriations  of  the  Department  of  Commerce  for  the  purpose 
of  providing  for  increased  pay  costs  in  the  fiscal  year  1959. 

Department  of  Defense — Civil  Functions 

Department  of  the  Army : 

Rivers  and  harbors  and  flood  control: 

“Operation  and  maintenance,  general”,  $1,081,100,  to 
remain  available  until  expended; 

“General  expenses”,  $1,018,700; 

United  States  Soldiers’  Home:  “Limitation  on  operation  and 
maintenance  and  capital  outlay”  (increase  of  $230,000  in  the 
amount  to  be  paid  from  the  Soldiers’  Home  permanent  fund) ; 

Administration,  Ryukyu  Islands:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$30,400; 
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The  Panama  Canal :  . 

Canal  Zone  Government :  “Operating  expenses”,  $1,070,100; 
Panama  Canal  Company :  “Panama  Canal  Company  fund  ' 
(increase  of  $329,100  in  the  limitation  on  general  and  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses) ; 

Department  of  Defense — Military  Functions 


Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense : 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $945,000 ; 

Office  of  Public  Affairs :  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $31,500 ; 
Interservice  activities :  “Court  of  Military  Appeals”,  $25,200 ; 
Department  of  the  Army :  . 

“Research  and  development”,  $8,645,000,  to  remain  available 

until  expended ;  . 

Alaska  Communication  System :  “Operation  and  maintenance  , 
$167,200 ;  /- 

Department  of  the  Navy :  ^ , 

“Navy  personnel,  general  expenses”,  $2,498,500; 

“Research  and  development”,  $9,494,300,  to  remain  available 
until  expended; 

Department  of  the  Air  Force: 

“Research  and  development”,  $8,829,000,  to  remain  available 
until  expended; 

“Operation  and  maintenance”,  $65,550,000 ; 

“Air  National  Guard”,  $1,945,800; 


District  of  Columbia 


(Out  of  District  of  Columbia  funds) 

Operating  expenses : 

“Executive  office”,  $27,225; 

“Office  of  Corporation  Counsel”,  $39,390,  of  which  $2,000  shall 
be  payable  from  the  highway  fund ; 

‘Ttegulatory  agencies”,  $72,609 ; 

“Recreation  Department”,  $151,500 ; 

“Department  01  Veterans  Affairs”,  $6,750 ; 

“Office  of  Civil  Defense”,  $4,650 ;  ^ 

“Department  of  Vocational  Rehabilitation”,  $11,400;  C 

“Courts”,  $245,250; 

“Department  of  Public  Health”,  $1,809,775 ; 

“Department  of  Buildings  and  Grounds”,  $105,075,  of  which 
$700  shall  be  payable  from  the  highway  fund ; 

“Office  of  Surveyor”,  $8,250 ; 

“Department  of  Licenses  and  Inspections”,  $120,525 ; 

“Department  of  Highways”,  $269,500,  of  which  $259,500  shall 
be  payable  from  the  highway  fund ; 

“Department  of  Vehicles  and  Traffic”,  $69,400  (payable  from 
the  highway  fund)  ; 

“Department  01  Sanitary  Engineering”,  $1,213,000,  of  which 
$190,000  shall  be  payable  from  the  water  fund  and  $281,000  shall 
be  payable  from  the  sanitary  sewage  works  fund ; 

“Washington  Aqueduct”,  $96,000  (payable  from  the  water 
fund) ; 

“National  Guard”,  $8,250; 

“National  Capital  parks”,  $216,900; 

“National  Zoological  Park”,  $55,800. 
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DIVISION 


OF  EXPENSES 


The  sums  appropriated  in  this  title  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
shall,  unless  otherwise  specifically  provided,  be  paid  out  of  the  general 
fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  defined  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  Appropriation  Act,  1956. 

Executive  Office  of  the  President 


The  White  House  Office :  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $170,030,  to  be 
derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Special  projects”  • 
“Executive  Mansion  and  grounds”,  $34,000 ; 

Bureau  of  the  Budget:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $345,600; 

Council  of  Economic  Advisers:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $18,000; 
.National  Security  Council:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $59,400- 


Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 

^Mdnicn’s  Hospital:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $130,000; 

Office  of  Vocational  Rehabilitation:  “Salaries  and  expenses 
$115,000 j 

Public  Health  Service: 


5) 

? 


“Control  of  tuberculosis”,  $115,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer 
liom  the  appropriation  for  “Promotion  and  further  development 
of  vocational  education” ; 

“Communicable  disease  activities”,  $290,000; 

“Sanitary  engineering  activities”,  $441,000,  to  be  derived  by 
transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Promotion  and  further  de¬ 
velopment  of  vocational  education”; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  hospital  construction  services”,  $35,000, 
to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Promotion 
and  further  development  of  vocational  education” ; 

“Hospitals  and  medical  care”,  $2,170,000  ; 

“Foreign  quarantine  activities”,  $240,000; 

“Indian  health  activities”,  $1,854,000; 

“Operations,  National  Library  of  Medicine”,  $111,000,  to  be 
derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Promotion  and 
further  development  of  vocational  education”  ; 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $406,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer 

)from  the  appropriation  for  “Promotion  and  further  development 
of  vocational  education” ; 

“Grants  and  special  studies,  Territory  of  Alaska”,  $23,500,  to 
be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Promotion 
and  further  development  of  vocational  education”; 

Saint  Elizabeths  Hospital:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $221,000; 
Social  Security  Administration: 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Public  Assistance”,  $186,500; 
“Salaries  and  expenses,  Children’s  Bureau”,  $172,000; 
“Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  the  Commissioner”,  $28,000, 
together  with  an  additional  amount  of  not  to  exceed  $22,500  to 
be  transferred  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insurance 
trust  fund; 

Office  of  the  Secretary : 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $162,000,  together  with  an  additional 
amount  of  not  to  exceed  $24,000  to  be  transferred  from  the 
Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund ; 

“Surplus  property  utilization”,  $55,000 ; 
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American  Battle  Monuments  Commission :  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$18,000; 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $490,200; 

Commission  on  Civil  Rights:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $27,000; 

Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington :  “Limitation  on  administra-  , 
tive  expenses”  (increase  of  $152,000  in  the  limitation  on  administra¬ 
tive  expenses)  ; 

Federal  Aviation  Agency : 

“Expenses”,  $16,281,100; 

“Research  and  development”,  $297,000,  to  remain  available 
until  expended ; 

“Operation  and  maintenance,  Washington  National  Airport”, 
$90,000; 

“Operation  and  maintenance  of  public  airports,  Territory  of 
Alaska”,  $25,650;  A 

Federal  Communications  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expense^ 
$739,100;  ^ 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board : 

“Limitation  on  administrative  and  examination  expenses,  Fed¬ 
eral  Home  Loan  Bank  Board”  (increase  of  $99,000  in  the  limita¬ 
tion  on  administrative  expenses  and  increase  of  $400,500  in  the 
limitation  on  nonadministrative  expenses  for  the  examination  of 
Federal  and  State  chartered  institutions) ; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  Insurance  Corporation”  (increase  of  $30,600  in  the  limita¬ 
tion  on  administrative  expenses)  ; 

Federal  Mediation  and  Conciliation  Service:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $228,600 ; 

Federal  Power  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $427,500; 

Federal  Trade  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $513,000; 

Foreign  Claims  Settlement  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$52,300,  of  which  $6,800  shall  be  derived  only  from  the  war  claims 
fund ; 

General  Accounting  Office:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $2,020,500; 

General  Services  Administration : 

“Operating  expenses,  Public  Buildings  Service”,  $4,079,960; 

“Operating  expenses,  Federal  Supply  Service”,  $255,690,  am1, 
increase  the  amount  which  may  be  deposited  to  the  credit  of  tl\ 
appropriation  from  funds  received  under  section  204(a)  of  tnfe- 
Federal  Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended,  by  $134,010 ; 

“Operating  expenses,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service”, 
$607,000;  _ 

“Operating  expenses,  Transportation  and  Public  Utilities 
Service”,  $145,800 ; 

Abaca  fiber  program :  “Limitation  on  administrative  expenses” 
(increase  of  $4,950  in  the  limitation  for  administrative  expenses) ; 

Federal  Facilities  Corporation:  “Limitation  on  administrative 
expenses”  (increase  of  $1,620  in  the  limitation  for  administrative 
expenses) ; 

Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  liquidation  fund:  “Limi¬ 
tation  on  administrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $3,960  in  the 
limitation  for  administrative  expenses) ; 
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Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency : - --  ata  *  - - 

Office  of  the  Administrator : 

“Salaries  and  expenses’^  $684,000 ; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Office  of  the 
Administrator,  college  housing  loans”  (increase  of  $43,200 
in  the  amount  available  for  administrative  expenses)  ; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Office  of  the 
Administrator,  public  facility  loans”  ( increase  of  $34,200  in 
the  amount  available  for  administrative  expenses)  ; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  expenses,  Office  of  the 
Administrator,  revolving  fund  (liquidating  programs)” 
(increase  of  $50,900  in  the  amount  available  for  adminis¬ 
trative  expenses)  ; 

Federal  National  Mortgage  Association :  “Limitation  on  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $135,000  in  the  limitation  on 
administrative  expenses)  ; 

Federal  Housing  Administration :  “Limitation  on  administra¬ 
te  tive  and  nonadministrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $541,500  in 
J  the  limitation  on  administrative  expenses  and  $3,035,000  in  the 
limitation  on  nonadministrative  expenses)  ; 

Public  Housing  Administration : 

“Administrative  expenses”,  $774,000; 

“Limitation  on  administrative  and  nonadministrative  ex¬ 
penses”  (increase  of  $774,000  in  the  limitation  on  adminis¬ 
trative  expenses)  ; 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$1,447,800; 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration:  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  $3,186,300; 

National  Capital  Planning  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 


$18,000; 

National  Labor  Relations  Board :  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $156,600 ; 
National  Mediation  Board : 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $22,050; 

National  Railroad  Adjustment  Board :  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$24,750; 

Renegotiation  Board:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $175,500; 

Saint  Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Corporation :  “Limitation  on 
^administrative  expenses”  (increase  of  $14,200  in  the  limitation  on 
jiministrative  expenses) ; 

--''Securities  and  Exchange  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$605,000; 

Selective  Service  System :  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $2,056,800 ; 
Small  Business  Administration :  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $225,000, 
and  in  addition  there  may  be  transferred  to  this  appropriation  $630,000 
from  the  revolving  fund  and  $64,800  from  the  fund  for  liquidation  of 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  loans; 

Smithsonian  Institution : 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $180,000; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  National  Gallery  of  Art”,  $116,100; 
Tariff  Commission:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $149,100; 

Tax  Court  of  the  United  States :  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $40,500 ; 
United  States  Information  Agency:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$3,173,800; 

Veterans  Administration : 

“Medical  administration  and  miscellaneous  operating  expenses”, 
$726,300; 

“Maintenance  and  operation  of  supply  depots”,  $146,700 ; 
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Department  of  the  Interior 


Departmental  offices: 

Office  of  Saline  Water:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $12,960; 

Office  of  Oil  and  Gas :  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $34,200 ; 

Office  of  the  Solicitor:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $241,300; 
Office  of  Minerals  Mobilization:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$12,600; 

Commission  of  Fine  Arts:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $2,700; 
Bonneville  Power  Administration:  “Operation  and  maintenance”,  1 
$376,200; 

Southwestern  Power  Administration:  “Operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance”,  $56,250 ; 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs : 

“Resources  management”,  $878,700,  of  which  $380,000  shall  be 
derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Education  and 
welfare  services” ; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $251,800; 

Bureau  of  Reclamation: 

“Operation  and  maintenance”,  $831,600,  of  which  $718,383  shall 
be  derived  from  the  reclamation  fund  and  $63,900  shall  be  derived 
from  the  Colorado  River  dam  fund ; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $342,600,  to  be  derived  from 
the  reclamation  fund ; 

Geological  survey :  “Surveys,  investigations,  and  research”, 
$3,073,200; 

Bureau  of  Mines: 

“Conservation  and  development  of  mineral  resources”, 
$1,573,200,  of  which  $1,240,700  shall  be  derived  by  transfer  from 
the  appropriation  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  Office  of  Minerals 
Exploration ; 

“Health  and  safety”,  $462,700 ; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $96,900; 

National  Park  Service: 

“Maintenance  and  rehabilitation  of  physical  facilities”, 
$302,100; 

“General  administrative  expenses”,  $99,300; 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service: 

Office  of  the  Commissioner  of  Fish  and  Wildlife:  “Salaries, 
and  expenses”,  $24,300; 

Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries:  ^ 

“Management  and  investigations  of  resources”,  $750,500; 
“General  administrative  expenses”,  $57,500; 

Bureau  of  Commercial  Fisheries : 

“Management  and  investigations  of  resources”,  $319,500; 
“General  administrative  expenses”,  $13,500; 

Office  of  Territories:  “Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands”, 
$147,100; 

Virgin  Islands  Corporation :  “Limitation  on  administrative 
expenses”  (increase  of  $10,800  in  the  limitation  for  administrative 
expenses)  ; 

Office  of  the  Secretary :  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $200,940 ; 


The  Judiciary 


Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States : 

“Salaries”,  $70,000; 

“Care  of  the  building  and  grounds”,  $7,200; 
“Automobile  for  the  Chief  Justice”,  $465 ; 
Customs  Court:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $38,680; 
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Court  of  Claims:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $28,900; 

Courts  of  appeals,  district  courts,  and  other  judicial  services* 
Salaries  of  supporting  personnel”,  $1,939,300,  of  which  $67,900  shall’ 
be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  “Salaries  of 
judges” ; 

Department  of  Justice 


Legal  activities  and  general  administration : 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  general  administration”,  $304,000; 
“Salaries  and  expenses,  Antitrust  Division”,  $338,000; 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service:  “Salaries  and  expenses”. 
$4,208,000;  ^  ’ 

Federal  Prison  System:  Federal  Prison  Industries,  Incorporated: 
Limitation  on  administrative  and  vocational  training  expenses55 
(increase  of  $32,000  in  the  limitation  on  administrative  expenses  and 
$50,000  in  the  limitation  on  vocational  training  expenses) ; 

Office  of  Alien  Property:  “Limitation  on  salaries  and  expenses” 
increase  of  $200,000  in  the  limitation  on  general  administrative 
expenses)  ; 

Department  of  Labor 


Office  of  the  Secretary:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $118,800; 

Office  of  the  Solicitor :  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $201,400 ; 

Bureau  of  Veterans’  Reemployment  Rights:  “Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  $43,700; 

Bureau  of  Apprenticeship  and  Training :  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$308,700;  1  ’ 

Bureau  of  Employment  Security : 

“Compliance  activities,  Mexican  farm  labor  program”,  $37,100 ; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  Mexican  farm  labor  program”,  $123,500, 
to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the  farm  labor  supply  revolving 
fund; 

Bureau  of  Employees’  Compensation:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$244,100,  together  with  an  additional  amount  of  not  to  exceed  $3,690 
to  be  derived  from  the  fund  created  by  section  44  of  the  Longshore¬ 
men’s  and  Harbor  Workers’  Compensation  Act,  as  amended ; 

Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $565,300; 

Women’s  Bureau:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $41,800; 

Wage  and  Hour  Division :  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $871,100 ; 

Legislative  Branch 


Senate : 

“Salaries,  officers  and  employees”,  $1,488,605 ; 

“Office  of  the  Legislative  Counsel  of  the  Senate”,  $18,740 ; 
Contingent  expenses  of  the  Senate: 

“Legislative  reorganization”,  $10,650 ; 

“Senate  policy  committees”,  $24,010; 

“Joint  Economic  Committee”,  $13,590; 

“Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy”,  $16,625; 

“Joint  Committee  on  Printing”,  $7,605; 

“Vice  President’s  automobile,  $560; 

“Automobile  for  the  President  pro  tempore”,  $560 ; 
“Automobiles  for  the  majority  and  minority  leaders”, 
$1,120; 

“Reporting  Senate  proceedings”,  $18,825; 

“Inquiries  and  investigations”,  $209,900; 

“Folding  documents”,  $2,900; 
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House  of  Representatives : 

“Salaries,  officers  and  employees”,  $547,395; 

“Members’  clerk  hire”,  $1,425,000 ; 

Contingent  expenses  of  the  House : 

“Furniture”,  $12,663; 

“Miscellaneous  items”,  $123,500; 

“Special  and  select  committees”,  $200,000 ; 

“Joint  Committee  on  Internal  Revenue  Taxation”,  $24,000 ; 
“Office  of  the  Coordinator  of  Information”,  $9,175; 
“Folding  documents”,  $20,000  ; 

“Revision  of  laws”,  $1,650; 

“Speaker’s  automobile”,  $625; 

“Majority  leader’s  automobile”,  $625; 

“Minority  leader’s  automobile”,  $525 ; 

Capitol  Police:  “Capitol  Police  Board”,  $16,340; 

“Education  of  Senate  and  House  pages”,  $8,415; 

“Joint  Committee  on  Reduction  of  Nonessential  Federal  Ex-, 
penditures”,  $2,295,  to  remain  available  during  the  existence  <k 
the  committee  and  to  be  disbursed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate?  ^ 
Architect  of  the  Capitol : 

Office  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol:  “Salaries”,  $16,150; 
Capitol  buildings  and  gi-ounds : 

“Capitol  buildings”,  $39,900 ; 

“Capitol  grounds”,  $11,875; 

“Legislative  garage”,  $2,280 ; 

“House  office  buildings”,  $52,250 ; 

Library  buildings  and  grounds:  “Structural  and  mechanical 
care”,  $15,200 ; 

Botanic  Garden:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $14,250; 

Library  of  Congress : 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $548,300 ; 

Copyright  Office :  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $123,200 ; 

Legislative  Reference  Service:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$125,300; 


Distribution  of  catalog  cards:  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$101,100; 

Books  for  the  blind:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $12,900; 
Organizing  and  microfilming  the  papers  of  the  Presidents: 
“Salaries  ana  expenses”,  $6,800 ; 

Government  Printing  Office:  Office  of  Superintendent  of  Doc{. 
ments:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $168,150; 


Post  Office  Department 
(Out  of  postal  fund) 

“Administration,  regional  operation,  and  research”,  $4,823,100; 
“Operations”,  $221,220,000; 

“F acilities”,  $600,300 ; 


Department  of  State 

International  organizations  and  conferences:  “Missions  to  inter¬ 
national  organizations”,  $98,200 ; 

International  commissions : 

International  Boundary  and  Water  Commission,  United  States 
and  Mexico :  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $49,000 ; 

“American  sections,  international  commissions”,  $16,800 ; 
“International  fisheries  commissions”,  $18,800; 
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“Passamaquoddy  tidal  power  survey”,  $6,600,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended ; 

Educational  exchange :  “International  educational  exchange  activi¬ 
ties”,  $300,000 ; 

Treasury  Department 

Office  of  the  Secretary :  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $235,100 ; 

Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt:  “Administering  the  public  debt”, 
$1,332,900; 

Bureau  of  Narcotics:  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $280,550; 

United  States  Secret  Service : 

“Salaries  and  expenses”,  $286,400; 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  guard  force”,  $22,500 ; 

Coast  Guard :  “Retired  pay”,  $700,000. 

General  Provision 

Sec.  201.  Except  where  specifically  increased  or  decreased  elsewhere 

this  Act,  the  restrictions  contained  within  appropriations,  or  pro¬ 
visions  affecting  appropriations  or  other  funds,  available  during  the 
fiscal  year  1959,  limiting  the  amounts  which  may  be  expended  for  per¬ 
sonal  services,  or  for  purposes  involving  personal  services,  or  amounts 
which  may  be  transferred  between  appropriations  or  authorizations 
available  for  or  involving  such  services,  are  hereby  increased  to  the 
extent  necessary  to  meet  increased  pay  costs  authorized  by  or  pursuant 
to  law. 

Approved  May  20,  1959. 


. 


